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In early 19^5? the Office of Manpo\?’er Policy, Evaluation and Research 
(now the Office of Policy, Evaluation and Research of the Manpower Admin- 
istration) of the U, S. Department of Labor contracted vriLth the Center for 
Human Resource Research of The Ohio State University for a 5-year longitu- 
<3.inal study of the labor market experience of four groups of the United 
Htates population; men 45-59 years of age, women 30-li4, and young men and 
•vromen 14-24, These four groups were selected for study because each faces 
special labor market problems that challenge policy makers* For the young 
men and women, the problems revolve around the process of occupational choice 
eind include both the preparation for work and the frequently difficu3.t 
period of accommodation to the labor market when formal schooling has been 
ooinpleted. The special problems of the older men are reflected in the 
Xonger-than-average duration of their unemployment, when it occurs, and in 
■fche continuous decline in their annual income after they pass their mid- 
f*ortios. For the older of the two groups of women, the special problems 
are associated with re-entry into the labor force by married women whose 
children no longer require their continuous presence at home* 

Although the different problems of these groups to some extent dictate 
separate research orientations, the four studies nevertheless share the 
same general conceptual framework and set of objectives. Each of the four 
views the experience and behavior of individuals in the labor market as 
iresulting from an interaction between their own characteristics— demographic, 
sconomic, social, and attitudinal— and the characteristics of the environ- 
ment* Each study seeks to identify those characteristics that appear to 
most important in explaining variations in several important facets 
yf' labor market experience; labor force participation, unemployment expe- 
::*3.ence, and various types of labor mobility. From one point of view", the 
general objective of all of the studies might be defined as follows; to 
mcover the complex of economic, social, and psychological factors that 
we associated with successful adaptation by individuals to the labor market, 
knowledge of this kind may be expected to make an important contribution to 
mr understanding of the way in which labor markets operate and thus to be 
iseful for the development and implementation of appropriate labor market 
)olicies* 

Each group is being surveyed at annual intervals, for a total r 
urveys in the ^-yeav period. The first surveys, for the two gre 
egan in I966, The Bureau of the Census, under a separate contrs 
lie U, S. Department of Labor, is responsible for the survey opei 
a-ba processing. The Center for Human Resource Research analyzes 
n.d. prepares reports on the surveys. 
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The present volume reports the rosiiltn oC the Jnil.lnl. iiurvry of i.ho 
men aged l4 to 24. Similar reports either have been piv'piirod or -iro 
being prepared for each of the other groups. Tliero will also b<* ri'port.ji 
on the follow-up surveys and a final. I’oporb rover Ing tin; 'i-year i.p'in I'nr 
each of the age-sex groups. Last, bherc w;l.ll bo at ono im.jor 

volume integrating the results of all of the .'studios. Ai. I.ho I'oiic he-: Ion 
of the pro;)ect, the published reports will provide l.lio iiio:;l, drl.ailod .Mmi 
comprehensive set of work history and atti.tud Inal dal.a t;vor locniiinliil.rd 
for national samples of individuals. 

Such a significant body of knowledge w.tll affoi’d almofil. I li.il l,toc;i 
opportunities for analysis, Thu analysis vmdorlakon i)y ('.lio f-i.fifl' of I, ho 
Center for Human Resource Research in dircebnil bo imi’ponos t:]iooiflod by 
the Department of Labor? to expand the understanding, of lidau' lirtrl.oi.;; 

as a tool for improving private and public! manpowesr j[K)i ioicn, 

tion of the value of the data for other uses has prompbtul l.hc Ih'pdd.mcnl, ' 
decision to publish the reports an they ax’c rcicoivod. 
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CHAPTER OWE* 


INTRODUCTION 


Th:lJi ropoi't. oxfuiiluoit Uig rol-al/ionahijis between sclecbed. damof^raphie , 
,l;U\ul.i,na'l,, and oduGatloiml oharnotorifitlcB oT male youth in the Uni bod 
iuban and l;liair labor marlcot cxporlonco and occupational aapirabiono • 

10 (laba ai'o drawn I'rom inliorviawn conduebed during October-DGcoinber , 

) 66 , wildi a national numplo of tlio noninatibutional civilian population 
nialofi lb to pl| yoaro of ago, I- Thin wao the i'irflt of olx annual Lnbor-' 
.own thati am platuuid with i(ho name nainplo bo i)rovidQ the baaJ.a for an 
ibonnivo long.l.bndinal ana'lyain of bho labor markob expoi'lonco, piano, 
id fUihiovoimitd.ii of bhin age? cohort over a five-year period, Tho ])nonont 
iporb oxamlufui t.lio Ifibor force par l.icipabion, unomploymont oxj)orion<!o , 
ipioymonb pald.c'.rnn, ;iahor markob knowlodpic. Job abbibudoa, and ocUicabional 
111 oeeupabional anjiirabioni] of the ago (sohorb ao of bho bimo of the 
il.bia' 1 . inn’vey In and aeokn explunatJorni for varlabionn Jn bhouc 

,el-oi’(t on blu) hftitid of a [largo number of economic, oocial, and piiyidio- 
iglea'I vai'iablcM. Kulnu’c rcjportn will, oxamino and account for the 
langeo that dccur over the five yuaro of bho nbudy. 

The aim of blin bol.a'l. nbudy iu to contribubo bo a bobber urulortibandinK 
the proi'.een of oeeupabional ohoico and of aocommodabion by youth bo 
(! labor markiib, By iiUiubJ fying bho aouroco of bho labor markob pi’ohleinn 
at many youl.h oneonnl.er, il; in hoped blurb rornodial policy inoaMurofi will 
iniggetibeil , II, la aeknow'l edged ginioraily that youth do faers (uipeoin.l.ly 
vere labor markel, problemM in the Unibod iltaboo. Thoy eorminbonifl y 
iiiprlMo a dliiproporblonately largo oharo of bho unemployed, Tn l^XX), 
r exmnple, doaiilbe the faid. I, hat bho naivion'n overall unemploymcnil. 

,b() dipped i.n a I’l-year low of ’■l.H percent, the rate for maloti lU-lU 


Thl» chajiber ban boon adapted from the introductory olwi]iber of 
r inll.iu'L report, on the longitudinal, titudy of maleo lt5-59j and portionn 
' bho 1,0x1, arc I deni, leal, Uco Herborb V>, Pnrnea, Bolton M. Elclnhor, 
hert, (!. Mll,|UH> Rul-h !». Upil.Xjand Aanociabca, The Pro-Rotlromcnt ycara ; 
rongi bud It ia l i> budy of bho tobor Markob Exporionce of bho Cohort! ot* Mon' 
"-59 Yearairf Ago, i: (Coivunlnia: Tho Ohio Btabo Univoralt.y Center 

ir Ihimtm lltuifmrco Heticarch, 1968). 

1 Tho fige criterion for incluolon in the sample was an attained 
;e of l 4 bo as of April, 1966, 
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years of age was three times as great . The prohlem is particularly 
serious for black youth. 2 On the average, one-fifth of the blacks 16-19 
years of age, compared, with one— tenth of the whites, were looking for 
work in 1966 . Unemployment, of course, is not the only labor market 
problem faced by youth. Being trapped in "blind alley" jobs with low 
earnings may be as psychologically damaging as lack of any work. 

Many of the factors associated with the labor market difficulties 
of the young are well documented: inadequate education, lack of skill 
and work experience, unawareness of available training and job opportu- 
nities, and discrimination in the case of some minority groups. What is 
not known, however, is the interaction among economic, sociological, and 
psychological characteristics that permits some members of a given 
socioeconomic group to make good job choices and to adjust satisfactorily 
to labor market conditions while others do not. For example, not all 
poorly educated black youth are unemployed, nor do all sons of low-income 
families gravitate toward less skilled jobs. An understanding of the 
factors that influence degree of "success" in the labor market and of 
the interrelationships among them is a prerequisite to the development 
of policy measures designed to mitigate the labor market problems of 
youth. It is the broad purpose of our longitudinal study to contribute 
to such an understanding. 


I RESEARCH DE3IGK 


Data presented in this report were obtained through personal inter- 
views with a national probability sample of the civilian noninstitutional 
population of males who, in April, 19^6, were l4 to 24 years of age. 

The sample was drawn by the Bureau of the Census from households in the 
235 areas that constituted the primary sampling units (PSU's) in the 
experimental Monthly Labor Survey (MLS) conducted by the Census Bureau 


2 At the expense of some accuracy, we are using the term "black" 
throughout this report instead of the more conventional "nonwhite," 
because we feel that the latter term is both awkward and invidious. In 
official data on the United States labor force, "nonwhites" Include such 
groups as Indians, Chinese, and Japanese as well as Negroes. However, 
since Negroes constitute over 90 percent of the total "nonwhite" category, 
their characteristics are, by and large, the characteristics of the total, 
and it is generally understood that data on "nonwhites" are descriptive 
of Negroes, but not, for example, of Chinese -Americans. Our data are 
classified into the two color groups in the same way as the official 
data, but the interpretations that would in any case be drawn are made 
more explicit by referring in tables, as well as in the text, to all 
those who are not Caucasian as "black." 
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for the Bureau of Labor Statistics between early 1964 and late 1966.3 
In order to provide statistically reliable estimates for black youth and 
to permit a more confident analysis of differences in labor market 
experience and occupational aspirations between blacks and whites, the 
former were over-represented in the sample by a three-to-one ratio. The 
sample consists of 5 j 225 individuals, of whom 3»73h are white. Sample 
cases are weighted to reflect the different sampling ratios for whites 
and blacks and to adjust the sample observations to independent estimates 
of the civilian noninstitutional population for November, I966, by color 
and by the five age groups included in the study. As a result, absolute 
figures and percentages presented in the tables of this report relate to 
the total civilian noninstitutional population of males l4-24 years of 
age.^ 


As in any survey based upon a sample, the data are subject to sampling 
error; that is, variation attributable solely to the fact that the data 
emerge from a sample rather than from a complete count of the universe 
being examined. Since the probability of a given individual's appearing 
in the sample is known, it is possible to estimate approximate sampling 
error. Tables showing sampling errors, together with instruction for 
their use, appear in Appendix C. 

The tables in this report have a number of characteristics that 
deserve some comment at this point. In a study of this kind, interest 
generally focuses on relative magnitudes, rather than absolute, e.g. , 
the proportions of white youth and of black youth who have a given 
characteristic, rather than their numbers . Accordingly, data in virtually 
all tables are presented in terras of percentages. In all cases, however, 
the base of each percentage is shown so that its statistical reliability 
can be estimated. A reader, therefore, readily can estimate an absolute 
magnitude by multiplying the relevant percentage by its base. 

In calculating percentage distributions, cases for which no infor- 
mation was obtained are excluded from the total. This amounts to assuming 
that those who did not respond to a particular question do not differ in 


3 The Monthly Labor Survey (MLS) was designed to test a number of 
changes in the interview schedule for the Current Population Survey (CPS) 
that had been proposed as a means of refining and Improving current 
measures of the labor force, employment and unemployment. After two and 
a half years of experimentation and pretesting, the CPS schedule was 
amended in January, I967, and the two samples were merged, enlarging 

the CPS sample to 52,500 households in 449 areas. The changes were 
relatively minor leaving the basic labor force concepts largely undisturbed, 
(See U.S. Department of Labor, Employment and Earnings and Monthly Report 
of the Labor Force . Vol. 13, No. ti, February, 19^7 j PP-T--?) 

4 For a more detailed description of the sampling procedure, see 
Appendix B. 
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any relevant respect from those who did- -a reasonably safe assumption 
for most variables, especially when the number of no responses is small. 
All percentage distributions, therefore, should add up to 100 percent; 
when they do not, it is because of rounding. It should be observed, 
however, that when absolute numbers do not add up to the indicated totaJ , 
the difference is attributable (unless otherwise noted) to cases for 
which no information was obtained, as well as to rounding. 

Except for unemployment rates, percentages in all tables have been 
rounded to the nearest whole percentage point. To record them to the 
nearest tenth would clutter up the tables unnecessarily and create the 
Impression of a degree of accuracy that does not in fact exist. To bo 
statistically significant, differences in percentages in this study 
generally have to be at least several percentage points; thus, there in 
not much purpose in expressing percentages to the nearest tenth of a 
point. We have excepted unemployment rates from this general rule sinoo 
they usually are low while the base is quite large resulting in very 
small standard errors; hence very small differences may be significanL. 

With rare exceptions , our tables involve at least three-way 
cross-classifications in which color is almost always one of the varlaltlf 
Our purpose generally is to ascertain how an independent variable 
interacts with color to "explain” some aspect of labor market behavior. 
For example, are educational attainment and unemployment experience 
related in the same way for black youth as for white youth? Since we 
ire much more interested in this type of question than in the relation 
letween two variables for the total population irrespective of color, 

Dost of our tables omit the totals for blacks and whites combined, it 
Dlgbt be mentioned that, because of the overwhelming numerical important' 
3 f the whites, the distribution of the total population by any variable 
resembles very closely the distribution of the whites. Only in Chapter 
jhere we describe certain basic demographic, social, and economic 
rharacteristics of the entire age cohort, are totals presented for the 
bwo color groups combined, 

Percentages are shown in all table cells no matter how small the 
base (and, thus, no matter how statistically unreliable the percentage 
nay be). As a result, there are instances in which the data appear to 
show a relationship which almost certainly is not real. In our inter- 
pretations, of course, we are mindful of sampling error and, as a rough 
rule of thumb, we are inclined not to say anything about percentages 
based upon fewer than 50 sample cases, because sampling error in such 
cases may be very high. For example, the standard error of a percentage 


5 In Appendix D, we present, for each major variable in the study, 
the total number of persons in the relevant universe and the number and 
proportion of persons for whom no information was obtained. Nonresponse 
rates exceed 10 percent in only very few variables. 



In the neighborhood of 50 is about 10 percentage points when the base is 
50 sample cases; for percentages near 5 or 95 > the standard error is 
about percentage points. The reader who wishes to observe the same 
cautions in interpreting the tables should keep in mind that the "blown 
up" population figure corresponding to 50 sample cases is approximately 
188 thousand for whites and about 68 thousand for blacks. 

As has been Indicated, the survey on which the present report is 
based is the initial stage of a longitudinal study covering a five-year 
period. Five additional surveys of the same sample of men will be 
conducted in the autumn of each year through 1971 * In these subsequent 
surveys, the first two of which already have been conducted, detailed 
information on educational status, current labor force and employment 
status, labor market experience, and income during the preceding 12 
months will be obtained. Thus, at the end of the five years, a complete 
educational and work history for the period will have been accumulated, 
along with a record of changes in such other variables as health, marital 
status, number of dependents, job attitudes, and job aspirations, which 
are hypothesized to influence educational and labor market decisions . 

A longitudinal population study has two essential characteristics. 
First, it involves measurement or description of one or more characteristics 
of the same groun of individuals at two or more points in time . 6 Second, 
it involves analysis of relationships among the characteristics of these 
individuals at different times or of changes in one or more of their 
characteristics over time. 

It should be noted that whether a study is longitudinal is independent 
of whether data are collected periodically. Making an annual survey of 
a group of individuals does not assure, in itself, a longitudinal study; 
nor is such a study precluded by the fact that only a single survey is 
conducted. If work experience data are collected annually from a sample 
of individuals over a five-year period solely for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the total amount of unemployment or the total number of job 
changes experienced during the period by the respondents , the study is 
clearly not longitudinal in terms of the definition offered above. On 
the other hand, if a single survey collects five-year work histories 
and, if analysis of the data includes comparisons between the labor 
force status of the respondents in year n and their employment status 
in subsequent years, or between unemployment experience in year n and 


6 Dankward Kodlin and Donovan J. Thompson, An Appraisal of the 
Longitudinal Approach to Studies of Growth and Development (monographs 
of the Society for Research in Child Development, Inc., Vol. XXIII, 

No. 1 , 1958), pp. 8 , 25. 
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job mobility in year n-1 , the study is longitudinal even though it does 
not involve repeated surveys.? 

Although a longitudinal analysis covering a five-year period thus 
may be made on the basis of a single survey at the end of the period, 
there are three major advantages in our plan of conducting annual surveys. 
First, some types of variables cannot conceivably be measured retrospec- 
tively. If a characteristic that is subject to change over time can be 
ascertained only by an objective measurement (or subjective judgment) 
made by someone other than the respondent, retrospective measurement of 
that variable is obviously ruled out.® Many attitudinal measures fall 
into this category. 

A second advantage of periodic surveys is that even in the case of 
information which, from a purely logical standpoint, could be collected 
retrospectively, validity of the data is frequently impaired by the 
respondents' faulty recall. The shorter the time period covered by 
detailed work histories, the more accurate are the responses likely to 
be, since respondents are likely to forget jobs of short duration or 
short periods of unemployment when they are queried about work e^qjerience 
over a long period of time. 9 Data on annual income are another case in 
point. These considerations suggest that even If longitudinal analysis 
were not contemplated, that is, if the study proposed merely to analyze 
cumulative labor market experience over a five-year period, there would 
be distinct advantages in collecting the data annually. 

Finally, annual surveys permit the study of certain methodological 
problems in labor market i research that could not be approached by a single 


7 For an example of a rather simple retrospective longitudinal 
study of unemployment, see University of Michigan Survey Research Center, 
Persistent Unemployment, 1957-1961 (Kalamazoo: The W.E. Upjohn Institute 
for Employment Research , 1962 ) , The present report , based only on the 
initial interview survey, also involves longitudinal analysis in the same 
sense, since the current labor force and employment status of the respondent 
is analyzed in the light of his previous work experience. 

8 It is no accident that the most extensive experience with longi- 
tudinal studies has been in the field of health, since subjects cannot 
possibly be expected to be able to report, for example, what their blood 
pressure was five years ago. 

9 By comparing data collected in 1959 oh unemployment experience 
during the previous 24 months with data collected in 1958 covering the 
previous 12 months, the University of Michigan Survey Research Center 
has estimated that the former understated by about 20 percent the number 
of families affected by unemployment during the two-year period, op.cit., 
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survey. The reliability of response to questions about work experience 
can be tested in the final survey by asking questions that can be checked 
against responses in previous surveys. As another example, the validity 
of hypothetical questions or of attitudinal measures as predictors of 
actual labor market behavior can be tested only through periodic surveys 
of- the same individuals. 

In the longitudinal analysis of our data over the five-year period, 
we draw a distinction between "static" and "dynamic" variables. The 
former are the respondent's characteristics that remain constant throughout 
the five-year period. Obvious examples are color, date of birth, place 
of birth, area of residence at age l 4 , and occupation of father when 
respondent was l 4 years old. An important group of variables in this 
category is all those relating to work experience prior to the initial 
(1966) survey. For the most part, information on the "static" variables 
has been obtained in the I966 survey reported here, although we are, of 
course, not precluded from adding variables of this kind in subsequent 
interviews. 

The "dynamic" variables include all those subject to change for each 
respondent during the course of the study. In addition to measures of 
current labor force and employment status, annual work experience, income, 
and occupational aspirations, this category includes some of the variables 
whose effect on labor market behavior and occupational goals is to be 
studied. Examples are marital status, training, educational attainment, 
health of the respondent and of his wife, number of dependents, and a 
set of attitudinal measures. 

Reports on each of the follow-up surveys will focus primarily on 
changes in educational status, labor market status, and educational and 
occupational goals from I966, as well as from the year preceding the 
year in question. E3q)lanatlons for such changes will be sought not only 
in terms of the static variables, but also in terms of changes in those 
dynamic variables which we theoretically expect to influence labor market 
behavior and plans. 


IT CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK 


The most general statement which can be made about the deteminants 
of an individual’s activity in the labor market is that it reflects an 
interaction between the characteristics of the individual and those of 
his environment. An example might be the length of time it takes a 
young man to find a job after completing his education, This depends in 
part upon a bundle of characteristics that determine his attractiveness 
to potential employers, e.g., education and skills, health and physical 
fitness, color, initiative, appearance, and age. Some of these may be 
functionally relevant to job performance; others may reflect employers’ 
hiring preferences that have little or nothing to do with performance. 


7 


A second set of "personal” characteristics affecting employment 
prospects operates to determine the range of possible employers. For 
example, the circle of friends and acquaintances of the youth and his 
parents is relevant in this context, since such contacts frequently are 
instrumental in landing a job. In addition, the young man's knowledge 
of alternative employment opportunities is important, as well as the 
vigor and initiative with which he conducts his search for work and his 
willingness to broaden this search outside his area of residence. Moreover, 
the youth's hierarchy of preferences for different types of work and 
different types of economic and noneconomic rewards influences both the 
kinds of work that he will seek, and the specific jobs that he will 
consider. 

Finally, the young man's economic circumstances also condition the 
likelihood of his employment. The extent of his assets, his access to 
Income from sources other than working, and the extent and character of 
his financial obligations, including the obligation to support others, 
all affect his "staying power” and, therefore, the requirements that he 
establishes for an acceptable job. 

But the young man's labor market experience clearly depends upon 
environmental factors as well as upon his own characteristics. For any 
given set of personal characteristics, his unemployment may be expected 
to be of longer duration in a depressed economy than in a buoyant one. 
Similarly, the occupational structure of job opportunities relative to 
his own qualifications is an important factor. Employers' personnel 
policies and trade unions 'policies likewise help to determine how readily 
he will be able to find a job. Government policies play a role, too, 

The effectiveness of the public employment service and the availability 
of public training programs and their conditions of eligibility are 
illustrative of factors that can affect the employment prospects of a 
youth embarking upon a work career. 

What has been illustrated in the preceding paragraphs with respect 
to duration of unemployment upon entering the labor market, is equally 
applicable to all other facets of labor market behavior. Whether interest 
centers on labor force participation, mobility, or occupational choice, 
the explanation for the various patterns of observed behavior or expe- 
rience is to be sought in the relationship between individual and 
environmental characteristics . The individual makes choices and acts 
in ways that are conditioned by the total complex of his characteristics. 
His behavior also is conditioned by his perception of the environment. 

Even if he is insensitive to or misinterprets environmental factors, 
they can make his choices irrelevant or, what may be even worse, "punish" 
him for them. The environment, in other words, plays a dual role in 
explaining labor market behavior. It conditions the values and perceptions 
of the individual and, therefore, the choices that he makes, and it 
imposes real constraints upon his action. 



Of course, no single study can be expected to deal with all of the 
complex factors that are implied by the foregoing paragraphs. This study 
concentrates mainly on characteristics relating to the supply side of the 
labor market. In general, we seek to determine the characteristics of 
young men that are important in accounting for variations in their school 
and labor market experience and in their plans for the future. Nevertheless, 
environmental variables are not ignored. For example, observed differences 
in unemployment among occupational categories of workers may be attri- 
butable not only to the fact that the characteristics of workers vary 
among occupational categories, but also to the fact that demand (environ- 
mental) conditions may be quite different among occupational groups. Also, 
three characteristics of the local areas covered in the study are used 
as independent variables: size of labor force in the area, level of 
unemployment, and an index of employment opportunities for youth. 


Ill THE VARIABLES^^ 


Dependent Variables 

The major dependent variables of this study are labor force partici- 
pation, vmemployment , mobility, job attitudes, knowledge of the labor 
market, and educabional and occupational aspirations. The specific 
measures of each of these are described below. 

Labor force participation Our main measure of labor force partici- 
pation is the conventional one based upon the individual's activity in 
the calendar week preceding the time of the interview. H The interview 
questions (items 37-4l) and the coding procedures used for classifying 
respondents are identical to those currently used in the Current Popula- 
tion Survey. 12 a second measure is total number of weeks in the labor 


10 The item number in parentheses after each variable described 

in this section refers to the relevant question in the interview schedule, 
which is reproduced in Appendix F. 

11 For convenience, we call this week to which our measures refer 
the "survey week. " 

12 For a detailed set of definitions , see Employment and Earnings 
and Monthly Report of the Labor Force , op. cit . , pp. 3-33. Although the 
new labor force definitions had not yet been officially adopted, they 
were used in the present survey in anticipation of their adoption in 
order to insure consistency during the five years of the study and 
comparability with national data from the CPS, 
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force during the 12~month period preceding the interview. This was 
ascertained for each respondent by adding the number of weeks that he 
had worked and the number of weeks that he was on layoff or looking for 
work during the preceding 12 -month period (items 58-62). While this 
measure has the advantage of displasring more variation than does labor 
force status in a single week, it is not based upon as refined a set of 
measurements as current labor force status, because no careful probes 
were made to assess the precise activity of the individual in each week 
of the 12-nLonth period. A third measure of the degree of labor market 
activity- -number of hours worked in the survey week — provides a means 
of differentiating between full-time and part-time workers (items 38b-h). 


Unemployment En^iloyment status in the week preceding the interview 
is defined and measured just as it is in the CPS (items For 

respondents unemployed according to this definition, the duration of 
that spell of unemployment also was obtained. As in the case of labor 
force status, an alternative measure is number of weeks unemployed in 
the 12 months preceding the interview (items 59-6l) . This measure has 
the same advantage and disadvantage relative to the measure based on 
current status as has been described above for the measure of labor 
force participation based on a year’s activity. 

Mobility Measures of interfirra, occupational, industrial, and 
geographic job movement are derived from work history data. Each respondent 
was asked to identify two jobs (defined as a continuous period of employ- 
ment with a given employer): the current job, or the most recent for 
those who are unemployed or out of labor force (item 42) and the first 
job after leaving school (Item 66). For each of these, questions were 
raised which permit classification of the responses according to occupation, 
industry, length of service, location, method of finding the job, and 
(except for current job) reason for leaving. 

An additional measure of mobility in the sense of propensity or 
willingness to move is based upon responses to hypothetical job offers. 

Two questions were asked of employed respondents— one relating to a job 
within the same community (item 50) > the other to a job elsewhere in the 
country (item 51). Respondents were asked how much they would have to 
be paid in order to be willing to accept each of these jobs, assuming 
that the type of work was the same as that of the current job. By 
relating their responses to their current wage rates, respondents have 
been classified according to their relative willingness to make Interflrm 
and geographic shifts. 

Occupational Information A three -part test was designed to measure 
the extent of respondent s inf onnation about the labor market. The first 
part listed a number of occupations, e.g., machinist, stationary engineer, 
draftsman. For each occupation, three descriptions of job duties were 
provided from which the respondent was to select the one which best fitted 
the occupation (items 67A-I through 67J-I) . Next , the respondent was to 
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indicate how much regular schooling jobholders in each of the listed 
occupations usually have (items 67A-2 through 67J~2). In the third part, 
the respondent was to select from eight pairs of occupations the one in 
each which had higher average annual earnings (items 69a>-h). In this 
initial report, we treat the scores on this occupational information test 
primarily as a dependent variable and seek the factors that appear to 
explain the amount of labor market information young men possess. To some 
extent, however, we are able to assess the consequences of differences 
in labor market knowledge, a matter that will occupy an even more important 
role in our reports on the follow-up surveys. 

Job attitudes This is another factor which is used both as a 
dependent and an independent variable. On the one hand, we examine the 
factors which appear to be related to variations in attitudes toward the 
current job of employed youth. On the other hand, we also examine the 
effects of such attitudes on labor market behavior. The specific attl- 
tudinal measures used are degree of satisfaction with present job (item 
48) and job factors liked best and least (item 49a and b). 

Educational and occupational aspirations With respect to educa- 
tional goals, respondents who were enrolled in school were asked how 
much more education they would like to obtain (item 34a) and how much 
more they actually expect to get (Item 36 a). Qpestions also were asked 
pertaining to reasons for planning to discontinue education and, for 
those planning to attend college, where they planned to attend and the 
field of study they expected to pursue. To measure occupational aspira- 
tions, respondents were questioned about the kind of work they would like 
to be doing when they reach age 30 (item 70)» Their responses are clas- 
sified according to the standard Bureau of the Census three-digit occupational 
classifications. Reasons for the preferred occupations and respondents’ 
perceptions of the chances of actually achieving such occupations also 
are examined. 

Explanatory Variables 

Prom the conceptual framework outlined earlier in this chapter, it 
is evident that a great many specific attributes of a young man are 
likely to have a bearing upon his educational decisions, his occupational 
aspirations, and his labor market activity and experience. Since we 
cannot, of course, claim to have included all of the relevant variables 
in this study, we do have a large number of Important ones. Nevertheless, 
we are aware of limitations that exist in the measurement instruments 
for some of the characteristics with which we are concerned. For example, 
we originally had planned to include in the interview schedule a number 
of formal psychological and sociological tests, since much of the variation 
among individuals in mobility and in other facets of labor market behavior 
doubtless stems from differences in personality, temperament, and values 
that have hardly begun to be explored in labor market research. Although 
it was not possible to administer such scales in the initial survey, at 
least limited use of them will be made before the study is completed. 
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For example, the third round of interviews will provide a measure of 
alienation based upon an abbreviated version of the Rotter Internal-External 
Scale. ^3 in the meantime, in this report we have relied upon simpler 
attitudinal measures with high face validity. There have been few, if 
any, studies involving a national sample that have combined as many 
attitudinal measures with as detailed work status and work experience 
data as are included here. 


In some cases, considerations of cost or feasibility have influenced 
the kind and amount of information obtained. For example, a high school 
student's educational aspirations no doubt are influenced to a significant 
degree by the total school culture to which he is exposed. This embraces 
not only the formal aspects of the academic organization, e.g., the cur- 
riculum, the qualifications and interest of teachers and counselors, and 
the relevant physical facilities and equipment, but also such Informal 
aspects as the character of peer groups, i.e., their codes, norms of 
behavior, sanctions, and rewards. Thorough examination of this complex 
of factors would have required a series of questions at least as long 
as our total Interview schedule. Consequently, we were forced to settle 
for a brief series of questions in which the respondent was to indicate 
school subjects liked and disliked, nature and degree of involvement in 
extracurricular activities, where homework was done, amount of time spent 
in studying and in extracurricular activities, and his attitude toward 
his school experience. In addition, a brief questionnaire was mailed 
to the high school attended by each respondent to obtain infomation 
about his scholastic aptitude or intelligence test scores, grade point 
average, absenteeism, and whether there is any record of disciplinary 
action. Information about the school, e.g., type, enrollment, library 
facilities, number of full-time teachers, nature of counselling program, 
and annual per pupil expenditure for the school system, also was solicited 
in this mail survey. In short, we have included as many variables and 
have developed each as well as our ingenuity would permit, given the 
constraints referred to above. The main explanatory variables are described, 
briefly in the paragraphs that follow. 


Formative influences These Include a variety of forces that may 
have been operating during early youth when attitudes, values, and 
aspirations begin to emerge, Age , for example, reflects both the possible 
impact of environment and the length of potential exposure to labor force 
experience. In addition, age is an especially critical factor in this 


13 See Julian B. Rotter, "Generalized Expectancies for Internal 
Versus External Control of Reinforcement," Psychological Monographs ; 
G eneral and Applied , Vol. 80, No. 1, I966, pp. 1-287 

Ilf Since this school survey was conducted in 1968, results are 
not yet available for inclusion in this report. 
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study since many important decisions about employment and education, 
which will undoubtedly have a major influence upon subsequent labor market 
successes or failures, are made during the teens and early twenties. 
Nationality (Items 90} 96, 97) and residence at age l4 (rural, urban, 
suburban, etc. ) (item 98) are used to measure early cultural influences. 
With whom living at age l4 (Item 99) differentiates between respondents 
who were reared in a ''normal" situation with both parents present, and 
those whose early home was "broken" to some degree. Occupation of father 
(or head of household) when respondent was l4 year s old (item 100); 
educational attainment of father (Items IO3 and 11^), of mother (items IO5 
and 116); and of oldest living sibling (items 107, 114, II6) are indicators 
of the socioeconomic status of the respondent's family. A crude indicator 
of the quality of early cultural exposure is provided by a question on 
the availability of books, magazines, and newspapers in the home when the 
respondent was age~l4 (it^ 101). 

Marital and familial characteristics These refer to the charac- 
teristics of both the respondent's parental family and his own family 
(for those who are married). Family structure may be expected to have 
considerable influence upon labor market activity. For example, a young 
man with a wife and children may well react differently to a job loss 
than one who has no family responsibilities. In order to explore 
relationships of this kind, we examine the structure of the youth's 
parental family in terms of number of relatives living in household 
(item 110) j number of siblings living outside the household (item i06b); 
whether or not respondent is the oldest child in the family (items IO6 
and 111); and total number of siblings at hom e attending elementary scho ol , 
high school, and college (Item 114). The extent of a youth's family 
obligations is measured by his m arital status (item 112); number of 
dependents (item 89)5 and status "(living or deceased) of parents and 
parents -in- law (items 9^ and 95 ) . The latter, of course, serves also as 
an indicator of possible financial support. Similarly, for those who 
are married, the potential and actual labor force participation of the 
wife are measured by her educational attainment (items ll4 or II6); her 
labor force activity during past 12 months (Itans 118-120); and her health 
and physical condition (items 79 and 66). For youth living with their 
parents, the labor force activity of parents and siblings during the past 
12 months is obtained (items 118-120 } , 

Financial characteristics As is true of many of the factors 
mentioned above, financial characteristics will influence a young man's 
educational and occupational goals , as well as his present labor market 
activity. Among the financial variables we use are current wage rate 
(item 42f); income of respondent and of wife (item 87); total inco m e of 
all family members in past 12 months (Item 88) ; net asse^ (items 82 
through 86) ; and h ome and automobile ownership ( It^s 82 and 85 ) . Actual 
and potential financial support fronii "external" sources is measured by 
financial assistance received (by respondent or his wife) from relatives 
5item~8iy and kind and amoiont of financial aid received in oolleg^ (Item 
29h). 
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Skills Current and past occupations reflect the skills and 
vocational knowledge that a young man actually has applied. In addition, 
vre use educational attainment (item 4); type of high school curriculum 
(Item 2'3e|r fiel‘l of college degree received (It^ 29e)~; and trainin g" 
received outside ^'gul^ school 13 through l6 and 21) as measures 

of potential skill and occupational "know how." 

Health and physical condition This characteristic is ascertained 
from the respondents' answers to a series of questions designed to 
determine the presence of any health problems that may limit in any way 
his activity in school, the amount or kind of work that can be done, or 
any other activities other than school or work (items 75, 76 , 77 ). If 
a health problem exists, the nature and duration of the limitation are 
described (item ^Q) , 

School experience variables A number of questions in the initial 
interview schedule relate to aspects of school experience. Respondents 
were asked how well they liked their hi^ school or college work (items 
28 and 32). Their academic interests were identified by questions on 
high school subjects and college fields of study liked most and least 
(items 24, 25, 30 5 31)* Similarly, college graduates were asked why 
they majored in a given field of study (item 29f ) , while all those with 
some college were questioned about why they decided to continue their 
education beyond high school (item 29k). Respondents who attended high 
school but not college were queried about their favorite extracurricular 
activity and the nonschool activity that occupied most of their time 
during their last full year in school (items 26g and 27), They also 
were asked a series of questions relating to the amount of time they 
spent on homework and the conditions under which it was done (item 26) . 

Work attitudes Several attitudes toward job and work role were 
explored. Satisfaction with current job is measured by response to the 
question whether the respondent likes his job very much, likes it fairly 
well, dislikes it somevrhat, or dislikes lb very much (item 48). The 
respondents also were to indicate the factors about their current job 
t hat they like and dislike (item 49) . Their responses permit us to 
discriminate between those who focus mainly upon intrinsic factors, i.e., 
those related to the inherent nature of the work, and those who emphasize 
extrinsic factors, i.e,, aspects of satisfaction that relate more to the 
overall job environment, such as wages, hours worked, and social relation- 
ships with fellow workers, A similar question, but one which focuses 
more upon general work role and personal goal orientation, asks about 
the more Important thing in deciding what kind of work one wants to 
enter- -good wages or liking the work (Item 68). Attachment to present 
employer Is measured by response to a hypothetical job offer in the 
same community (item 50 ), while propensity to move geographically is 
based on reactions to a similar hypothetical job offer in another labor 
market area (item 53-). 



Environmental variables The two main environmental variables 
lonsidered in this report are size of labor force and unemployment rate . The 
first refers to the number of persons, as of I960, in the civilian labor 
’orce of the primary sampling unit (PSU) in which the respondent resides. 

Cn most cases these areas are SMSA's or individual counties. The second 
mvlronmental variable refers to the level of unemployment of the PSU in 
.960. Areas have been classified into three categories: under 4.2 percent 
'low unemployment); 4.2 to 6.2 percent (moderate unemployment); and over 
).2 percent (hagh unemployment). 


V PLAN OF ANALYSIS 


In this report we rely exclusively on tabular analysis to seek 
xplanations for variations in the labor market experience and aspirations 
f youth on the basis of the variables that have been described. As has 
een indicated, color is used as a major control throughout the analysis, 
Ince we are particularly interested in exploring the differences in 
xperiences between white and black youth and in contributing to a better 
nderstanding of the sources of the labor market disadvantages of the 
atter. For the cohort under investigation, school enrollment status 
nd age are two other characteristics which have such a profound influence 
n labor market activity and are so frequently correlated with other 
xplanatory variables that they generally must be controlled when one 
eeks to uncover a relationship between some characteristics (e.g., 
arital status) and a facet of labor market activity (e.g., labor force 
articlpatlon rate). Thus, most of the tables either control for school 
irollment status and age or, what amounts bo the same thing, relate to 
ily a single age group of students or nonstudents. In effect, therefore, 
ar tables tend to be at least five-way cross-classifications; for example, 
ibor force participation by marital status, school enrollment status, 
re, and color. Such a table permits us bo ascertain whether marital 
:atus , age , school enrollment status , and color are associated with 
>,bor force participation independently of each other. 

However, frequently even this is not enough, since there may be 
lother variable that is known (or suspected) to be correlated both with 
le dependent and one of the independent variables. For example, in 
lapter 6 we shall want to ascertain whether a youth's attachment to his 
irrent Job is related to his satisfaction with the Job. Since it is 
lOTO that occupation and degree of satisfaction are related and that 
ere is also a relationship between occupation and attachment, it is 
cessary to examine the relationship between satisfaction and attachment 
thin occupational categories, i.e., to control for occupation. The 
levant table, therefore, singles out nonstudents and indicates whether 
relation between satisfaction and attachment prevails within each 
lor-age-oGcupation category — a total of six variables. More generally 
eaking, where there is reason to suppose that two explanatory variables 
sociated with some aspect of labor market behavior are correlated. 
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■bhe relation of one of the variables is investigated controlling for the 
other in the manner illustrated above. However, it is clearly impossible 
"to carry this process ranch beyond what has been described. More complex 
tables would not only be very cumbersome, but, what is more serious, the 
small number of sample cases underlying the various entries in the table 
would make the sampling error so large as to preclude any confident 
interpretation. "Nevertheless, the results of the tabular analysis should 
go far toward identifying the most influential variables for inclusion in 
a subseq,uent multivariate analysis of some of the subjects dealt with in 
this report. 

Chapter 2 presents a description of the demographic and social 
characteristics of the age cohort of males l4-24 based upon our sample 
data. These characteristics, e.g. , age, educational attainment, health 
condition, extent of occupational training, and nationality, are among 
the important explanatory variables that are used in subsequent chapters 
to account for variations in the labor market behavior and occupational 
plans of youth. In Chapter 2 the objective is to examine the distributions 
of the characteristics and to consider some of the interrelations among 
them. 


The determinants of labor force participation and employment status 
are analyzed in Chapter 3 * In addition, comparisons are made with similar 
data derived from the CPS with the aim of ascertaining the possible 
influence of the differences between the two surveys in methods of 
collecting the data. Youth’s employment patterns, such as types of jobs 
held, the number of hours per week worked, rate of compensation, and 
mobility patterns are studied in Chapter 4 . Chapter 5 examines the 
variation in occupational information among young men and the factors 
that appear to be related, both as causes and effects, to such variation. 
Chapter 6 focuses upon attitudes of workers toward their current jobs 
and the extent of their attachment to these jobs. The educational and 
occupational aspirations of hi^ school youth and of young men no longer 
enrolled in school are analyzed in Chapter 7. 

The findings and conclusions of the study are summarized in Chapter 8. 
On the basis of these findings, various hypotheses are presented which are 
to be tested with the data collected in subsequent surveys. Policy 
recommendations aimed at ameliorating labor market difficulties of youth 
are also discussed. 
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CHAPrER TWO* 


DEMOGRAPHIC AMD SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS 


Subsequent chapters of this report attempt to account for variations 
labor market behavior and plans on the basis of a substantial number of 
olanatory variables that describe demographic and social characteristics 
youth 1 e.g., marital status, occupation of father, amount and type of 
licatlon. In the present chapter, we focus on the distributions of some 
the explanatory variables and on the interrelations among them. Our 
ppose is twofold. To begin with, some of these distributions are of 
bereat in their own right. For example, how do white and black youth 
iipare with respect to their reactions to high school? What factors, 
aer than age, appear to differentiate between young men who are enrolled 
school and those who are not? A second reason for examining the 
bercorrelations among the explanatory variables is that this will help 
avoid faulty interpretations in later chapters dealing with the 
berminants of labor market behavior. For example, if teenage youth 
ffer from those in their twenties with respect to a characteristic, 
g. , marital status, that bears an independent relationship to some 
pect of labor market experience, e.g., labor force participation, it 
st be recognized that whatever age differences are observed in that 
pect of labor market behavior will either overstate or understate the 
lie "effect" of age. 


COLOR AND SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS 


5, School Enrollment Status, and Marital Status 

In the autumn of 1966, there were about I6.I million males between 
3 ages of l4 and 24, of whom about 87 percent were white, in the 
villan nonlnstltutional population of the United States.^ Within the 
bal group, the average age of whites is somewhat higher than that of 
acks. Table 2.1 shows that 56 percent of the whites, as opposed to 
percent of the blacks, are between the ages of I8 and 24. Of the 
bal age cohort under consideration, 60 percent are enrolled in school 


* This chapter was written by Herbert S. Fames 

1 In i960, 60 percent of the total white and 5? percent of the 
tal nonwhite male populations between the ages of 8 and I8 were at 
ast 12 years old. 
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Table 2.1 


Age: Males l4-24 Years of Age, by Color 
(Percentage distribution) 


Age 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

14~15 

23 

24 

16-17 

22 

25 

18-19 

20 

16 

20-21 

14 

15 

22-24 i 

22 

20 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

l4,046 

2,o41 


and 40 percent are not. These proportions are (j.uite different for white 
and black youth, however, despite the higher average age of the whites, 

62 percent of them, but only 53 percent of the blacks are students. As 
would be expected, the differences are greatest among youth in their 
twenties, but, nevertheless, exist in all age categories. 

Overall, white youth in the age category under consideration are 
more likely bhan black youth to be married (Table 2.2). Age for age, 
there is very little difference among those enrolled in school, but 
out -of- school white youth in every age category, except the very youngest, 
are more likely than the black to be married. Among those 20-24, the 
proportion married is 62 percent of the whites, but only 48 percent of 
the blacks. Irrespective of color and age, of course, students are less 
likely than nonstudents to be married. The relative difference between 
them is smallest in the oldest age category. For example, among white 
youth 22-24 years of age, 44 percent of the students and 68 percent of 
those not enrolled in school are married. 

Health Condition 


About one young man in every seven reports a health problem that 
affects his school activity, the amount or kind of work he can do, or 
some aspect of his activity other than school or work (Table 2.3)* 
proportion of blacks who report such limitations is somewhat smaller 
than that of whites (ll percent versus 15 percent), and the difference 
obtains both in the case of students and nonstudents. Among white youth, 
students are somewhat less likely than those out of school to report 
health problems, but the differences are substantial only for those in 
their teens. Among black students, there are no consistent differences 
in health between those enrolled and those not enrolled in school. 
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TalDle 2-2 Marital Status^ "by School Enrolhaent Status and Age: Males l4-24 Years of Age^, by Color 

(Percentage dis t r ibut ion ) 






















































Table 2,3 Effect of Health on Activityiby School Enrollment Status: 
Males lh-24 Years of Age, by Color 

(percentage distribution) 


Effect of health 


WHITES 



BLACKS 


on activity 

Enrolled 

in 

school 

Not 

enrolled 
' in school 

Total 

or 

average 

Enrolled 

in 

school 

Not 

enrolled 
in school 

Tota 

or 

avera, 

Limits 

activity 

14 

17 

15 

11 

12 

1 

Does not limit 
activity 

86 

83 

85 

89 

88 

6 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

10 

Total number 
(thousands) 

8,644 

5,402 

l4,o46 

1,079 

877 

2,b!( 


These resvilts are rather difficult to explain, but may be due to 
inadeq.uacies in our measures. For one thing, the questions used to 
categorize respondents by health condition were somewhat different for 
students and nonstudents. ^ With respect to the health differences between 
whites and blacks, one possible explanation is that an individual's 
responses to the health questions reflect two quite different perceptions: 
(l) the perception of what constitutes "good health," and ( 2 ) the perception 
of his own physical condition. An individual's opinion concerning his 
health is probably a function of both these perceptions. It seems 
reasonable to hypothesize that one's notion of what constitutes good health 
is a function both of cultural factors and of the amount of medical care 
he receives. If whites receive medical care for more of their ailments 


2 For respondents enrolled in school, the opening question in the 
section on health was, "Do you have any health problems that limit in any 
way your activity in school?" Those who responded negatively were asked, 
"Do you have any health problems that limit in any way the amount or kind 
of work you can do?" If this also was answered in the negative, the final 
question was, "Do you have any health problems that limit in any way all 
your other activities?" An affirmative answer to any one of these questions 
was taken to Indicate the presence of a health problem. In the case of 
nonstudents, questioning began with the second of these three questions. 
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ciian ao Dj.acKSj tnen they are perhaps more likely to classify a wider 
range of ailments as problems. 3 

Educational Characteristics 


Age and grade in school Among the young men enrolled in school, 
there is so close a relationship between age and grade in school that 
-for most purposes they can be used interchangeably in the analysis 
(Table 2.4). Nevertheless, there is some variation. In all educational 
categories, except "l6 or more," there is more age dispersion among 
^hlack than among white youth. For every grade level the mean age of 
"blacks is higher than that of whites. 

Educational attainment and training of those out of school The fact 
.that the school enrollment ratio has been lower among blacks than among 
Vhites means, of course, that educational attainment of those who are out 
W school is lower for blacks than for whites (Table 2.5). About a third' 
.pf the white youth not enrolled in school, as compared with almost 
’ three- fifths of the black, lack a high school diploma. At the other 
-extreme, 6 percent of the out-of-school white youth, but only 2 percent 
3f the black, have completed four or more years of college. 

Black youth who are no longer in school not only have less formal 
jducation than their white counterparts, but they are much less likely to 
lave had vocational training outside the regular school system (Table 2.6). 
llmost half of the whites, but only a fourth of the blacks, have had such 
:raining (apprenticeship, company training program, business college, or 
jechnical institute, etc.). Typically, training of this kind has been 
’or skilled manual jobs in the case of both whites (48 percent) and blacks 
n 


3 It has not been possible thus far to put this hypothesis to a 
Igorous test because of the difficulty of judging the relative severity 
if health limitations on the basis of the descriptions provided by the 
■espondents. Nevertheless, there is limited evidence to support it. Of 
,11 the young men in the sample who reported health limitations, l6.4 
lercent of the whites, but only 8.9 percent of the blacks described their 
iroblem as limiting some activity other than school or work . The pro- 
lortions of white and black sample cases with health problems affecting 
nly school and/or work are 12.1 percent and 9.9 percent, respectively, 

.s conpared with 14.5 percent and 10. 9 percent for problems that limit 
ny kind of activity . On the assumption that the reported ailments 
hat do not limit school or work are less serious than those that do, 
hese results are consistent with the notion that white youth are more 
ikely than black fco report trivial conditions. 
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Table 2.4 Year of School Atteading, by Age: Kbles l4-24 Years of Age 

Enrolled in. School, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Age 

8 or less 

9-11 

12 

13-15 

16 or more 

Mean grade is 
school 


WHITES 

14-15 

98 

' 

73 

1 

0 

0 

9.9 

16-17 

2 

25 

86 

18 

1 

11.5 

18-19 

0 

2 

12 

56 

4 

13.6 

20-21 

0 

0 

0 

17 

44 

l4.9 

22-24 

0 

0 

0 

9 

51 

15.2 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 


Total number 







(thousands ) 

232 

3,977 

1,342 

2,317 

776 


Mean age ” ' 

i4.5 

15.1 

16.7 

18.8 

21.6 



BLACKS 

i4-15 

i 

62 

1 

0 

0 

9.6 

16-17 

17 

35 

78 

21 

0 

10.9 

18-19 

0 

3 

20 

kk 

0 

12.9 

20-21 

0 

0 

1 

23 

hk 

l4,4 ■ 

22-24 

0 

0 

1 

12 

56 

l4,8 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 


Total nun&er 







(thousands ) 

i- \ 

102 

617 

165 

162 

34 


Mean age ' ^ 

l4.8 

15.3 

16.9 

19.0 

21.9 

— 


(1) Means computed from frequency distributions. 


(2) Means computed from frequency distributions. The follcwing estimates were uj 
to represent each category; ei^th grade or less = 8; hi^ school 1-3 ® 
high school 4 = 12; college 1-3 = l4j college 4 or more = 16. 
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Table 2.5 


Highest Year of School Completed; Males 14-24 Years of 
Age Not Enrolled in School, by Color 


(Percentage distribution) 


Highest year of 
school completed 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

8 or less 

12 

23 

9-11 

22 

34 

12 

48 

36 

13-15 

11 

5 

16 or more 

6 

2 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

5,402 

963 


Table 2.6 Extent of Vocational Training Received outside Regular 
School: (l) Males l4-24 Years of Age Not Enrolled 
in School, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Extent of vocational training 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

None . . 

1 or more programs'^' 

53 

75 

47 

25 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

5,067 

942 


(1) Excludes college graduates. 

( 2 ) In this context, the following are different programs: 
ipprenticeship, corrpany training program, business college or technical 
nstitute, and "general courses." 
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{‘■-2 porcont) (Table 2.7). Ifliites are considerably more likely than 
blacks to have had training for professional or technical Jobs (19 percent 
versus 12 percent). 

In the case both of whites and blacks j there is a strong association j 
at least up to the college level, between the level of school attainment 
and the probability of the individual's having had vocational training 
(Table 2.8). Among whites, only one in five of those who left school 
prior to high school has had training. This proportion rises to 
two-fifths of those who were high school dropouts and to over half of 
those who left school with a high school diploma or who went on to take 
some college work. Among black youth, the likelihood of having had 
training is lower than for white in every educational attainment categorjr, 
but, nevertheless, rises continuously from only about a tenth for those 
with eight or fewer years of school to over two-fifths of those with some 
college. 


High school experience About 9^ percent of youth l4-2^ years of 
wno have ever attended high school have gone to public schools. The 
proportion of whites who have attended private schools is 11 percent, 
compared with 4 percent of the blacks. White high school youth are about 
twice as likely as black youth to be enrolled in the college preparatory 
curriculum (46 percent versus 24 percent), and considerably less likely 
to be enrolled in the general curriculum (42 percent versus 6l percent). 

There is not much difference between the two color groups in the proportions 
enrolled in vocational or commercial curricula. Both of these combined 

blacks^ (Tabl°”2^9)^°'^* PeJ^cent of the whites and 15 percent of the 


a dl.?S In hieh school reports 

for black voufh (o experience, and the percentage is smaller 

of the bLS percent) than for white (7 percent), amost three- fifbhj 
hLh tBo-nfths of the, whites, report liking their 

hlack a JXTyS «”tobly similar for 

blacks whose fewnS Sw i Proportion of 

blacks versus 13 p^cenfof J”? \ humanities (23 percent of the 
of whites who most'^enjoyed a vocatLnal offsetting larger proportion 

versus 10 percent 0^6 blLS ^he whites 

the responses of the two groups/ virtually no difference bet\feen 


out of schoilfaKropoutrof dropped 

.ho dipiikcd their school ^ 
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»le 2.7 


Type of Vocational Training Eeceived outside Regular 
School: Males lU -24 Years of. Age Wot Enrolled in 
School, with Some Training, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


ype of training received 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

rofessional and technical 

19 

12 

anagerial 

2 

1 

Lerical 

9 

6 

tilled manual 

48 

52 

bher, general courses 

22 

29 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

* 

1 2,394 

232 

- , 1 . 


(l) Excludes college graduates. 


e 2.8 highest Year of School Completed, by Extent of 
Vocational Training: ^les 14-24 Years of Age 
Not Enrolled in School (^), by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


bent of 

jatlonal 

dning 

8 or 
less 

■ 1 ■ 

9-11 

12 

13-15 

Total 

or 

average 


WHITES 1 

le 

79 

59 

44 

47 

53 

•r more programs 

21 

4 l 

56 

53 

47 

'otal percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

'otal number 






(thousands) 

699 

1,188 

2,573 

607 

5,067 


BLACKS 1 

e 

91 

76 

67 

■■nB 

75 

r more programs 

9 

24 

33 


25 

otal percent 

100 

100 

100 


100 

otal number 






(thousands ) 

227 

323 

346 

■1 

942 


25 






















Table 2.9 High School Curriculimi: Males 14-17 Years of Age 
Enrolled in High School or College, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


High school curriculum 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Vocational 

9 

11 

Commercial 

3 

4 

College preparatory 

46 

24 

General 

42 

6l 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

5,499 

760 


Table 2.10 


Reaction to Hi^ School Experience; Males l4-24 Years 
of Age Enrolled in High School, ” ' by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Reaction to high school 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Like it very much 

42 

56 

Like it fairly well 

52 

ll 2 

T»-! ni ■! va s -t somewhat 

6 

2 

very much 

1 

0 

rcent 

100 

100 

liber (thousands) 

4,425 

621 


i who have completed at least one year of 
.u of both blacks and whites are between 









ble 2.11 


High School Subject Enjoyed Most: Wales lk-2k Years of 
Age, (l) "by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Subject enjoyed most 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Foreign languages 

2 

2 

flumanities 

13 

23 

Social science 

18 

19 

Science 

15 

13 

'fe.th 

23 

25 

Commercial 

4 

2 

Vocational 

20 

10 

Sther 

4 

2 

Tone 

2 

2 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

9A53 

1,375 


(l) Includes all respondents except .those with less than one year 
high school and those with one year of college or more. 


There are greater differences between whites and blacks, however, 
h respect to high school subject di sliked most (Table 2.12). Black 
th are somewhat more likely than white to dislike science and math 
rses, while whites are more likely than blacks to dislike humanities 
social sciences. Black youth are considerably more likely than 
te to report ^ subject particularly disliked (22 percent versus 
ercent) . 

Black youth report spending somewhat more time on their high school 
ework than white youth. About 31 percent of the whites and 38 percent 
the blacks with high school experience but no college, claim to spend, 
bo have spent, ten hours or more per week on homework. Approximately 
iird of the whites and fourth of the blacks report less than five 
rs per week (Table 2.13). 

There is a much more substantial difference between the two color 
ips in where homework usually is done. Whites are divided almost 
illy between those who generally do their homework in school (4? percent) 
those who generally do it at home (48 percent). Black youth, on the 
5r hand, are over twice as likely to do their work at home as in school 
percent versus 30 percent). About 5 percent of each group generally 
iheir homework somewhere other than at home or school. 
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Table 2.12 


High School Subject Disliked .Most: Moles 14-24 Years of 
Age Enrolled in High School, ' by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Subject disliked most 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Foreign languages 

8 

4 I 

Humanities 

31 

17 

Social science 

l6 

12 

Science 

’9 

12 

Math 

21 

26 

Commercial 

1 

3 

Vocational 

1 

2 

Other 

3 

3 

Hone 

9 

22 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

4,425 

621 


(l) Includes only those who have comgpleted at least one year of high 
school. Over 99 percent of whites and blacks are between l4 and 19 
years of age. 


Table 2.13 Hours per Week Spent on Homework: Males 14-24 Years 

of Age, (1) by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Hours per week doing homework 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

None 

4 

3 

1-4 

29 

24 

5-9 

36 

36 

lo-i4 

22 

26 

15-19 

7 

7 

20 or more 

2 

5 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

9,153 

1,375 


^ (l) Includes all respondents except those with less than one year 
of high school and those with one year of college or more. 



The pattern of extracurricular activity in high school is similar 
for -white and black youth. Almost identical proportions (two- thirds) 
participate in such activity, and close to half of these devote at 
Least ten hours per week to it (Table 2.lU). The types of extracurriciolar 
(.ctivlty enjoyed most by blacks and whites also are «3.uite similar 
’Table 2,15). Slightly over two- thirds of each group specify sports as 
;heir favorite. Black youth are somewhat more likely than white to report 
lusic as their favorite extracurricular activity (17 percent versus 11 
jereent) . 

'amily Background Characteristics 


As is well known, there are substantial differences between the 
ypes of communities in which white and black youth grow up (Table 2.l6). 
•n the basis of their residence at age l4, black youth are more likely 
han their white peers to reside in large cities (34 percent versus 
1 percent) and in rural farm situations (20 percent versus 15 percent), 
bite youth are more likely than black to live in small towns (29 percent 
ersus 20 percent) and in the suburbs of large cities (9 percent versus 
percent) . 

There is, of course, a much greater difference between how blacks 
nd whites live than where they live. At age l4, the vast majority of 
hite youth were residing with both their natural parents (85 percent), 
hereas this was true of only 58 percent of the black youth (Table 2.17). 
he proportions li-ving with one nat-ural parent and a stepparent are 
iitiilar for the two groups (about 5 percent), but black youth were more 
lan three times as likely as white youth to be living with their mother 
Lone (22 percent versus 7 percent), three times as likely to be on their 
TO (3 percent versus 1 percent), and seven times as likely to be living 
Lth relatives (9.I percent versus 1.3 percent). 

Measured by occupation of father (or other head of household) when 
le youth was l4, the socioeconomic status of family of origin is 
rofovindly different between blacks and whites (Table 2.18). White 
>uth are over four times as likely as black youth to be from homes 
jaded by professional or technical workers or by managers, proprietors, 
id officials (27 percent versus 6 percent). They are twice as likely 
> come from homes headed by skilled manual workers (23 percent versus 
I percent). They are, on the other hand, only a fourth as likely to 
•me from homes of unskilled farm or nonfarm laborers or service workers. 

Another indicator of family background that may be particularly 
rportant from the standpoint of explaining school enrollment, school 
hievement, and occupational aspiration is the extent of the youth's 
posure to reading material during his formative years. All members 
the sample were asked whether, when they were age l4, their families 
gularly received (l) any magazines, (2) a newspaper, and (3) whether 
ey had a library card (Table 2.19). While this is admittedly a limited 


29 



Table 2.lh Hours per Week ^ent on Extracurricular Activity; Males 
l4-2^ Years of Age Enrolled in High School, (1/ by Coloi” 

(Percentage distribution) 


Hours spent on activities 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

None 

34 

32 

1-4 

18 

l8 

5'9 

l6 

20 

10-14 

20 

l4 

15-19 

9 

12 

20 or more 

4 

4 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

4»425 

621 


(l) Includes only those who have corapleted at least one year of hiph 
school. Over 99 percent of both whites and blacks are between l4 and ii.y 
years of age. 


Table 2.15 Favorite Extracurricular Activity: Males l4-24 Years ol' 
Age Enrolled in High School (i) Who Participate in 
Extracurricular Activities, by Color 


(Percentage distribution) 



Sports 

Publications 

Dramatics 

Music 

Other clubs 
Other 

Total percent 

Total number (thousands) 


68 

70 

2 

1 

3 

0 

11 

17 

10 

10 

7 

4 

100 

100 

2,968 

423 


school, (^er^^^percent^of^bftfv!^ completed at least one year ot high 
yaw-, ot ^ are between 14 and IJ, 


30 






rafele 2.16 


Residence at Age l4: Jfeles l4-24 Years of Age, by Color 
(Percentage distribution) 


Residence at age l 4 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Rural farm 

15 

20 

Rural nonfarm 

11 

10 

Town (under 25 > 000 ) 

29 

20 

Suburb 

9 

3 

City (25,000-100,000) 

15 

13 

City (100,000 and over) 

21 

34 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

! i4,o46 

2 ,o 4 i 


'able 2.17 Living Arrangement at Age l4: Males l4-24 Years of 

Age, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Living arrangement 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Father and mother 

85 

58 

Father and stepmother 

1 

1 

Mother and stepfather 

3 

4 

Father 

1 

3 

Mother 

7 

22 

Other relative 

1 

9 

Other arrangement 

0 

0 

"On my own" 

1 

3 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

l4,046 

2,041 
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Table 2.18 


(l) 

Occupation of Father ' “^vnien Youth Was Age l4: Ifeles 
14“24 Years of Age, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Occupation of father 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Professional, technical 

10 

4 

Nonfarra managers and 
proprietors 

17 

2 

Clerical 

4 

4 

Sales 

6 

1 

Craftsmen and foremen 

23 

12 

Operatives 

17 

22 

Nonfarm laborers 

4 

l6 

Service 

4 

l8 

Farmers and farm managers 

10 

14 

Farm laborers 

2 

7 

Armed forces 

2 

1 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

l4,o46 

2,o4i 


(l) Occupation of head of household is used if respondent was not 
living with father. 







ble 2.19 


Ejqjosure to Reading Material at Age l4: Males l4-24 
Years of Age, "by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Exposure to reading material 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Magazines, newspapers, library card 

61 

32 

Lacked any one 

27 

27 

Lacked any two 

9 

22 

Lacked all three 

3 

20 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

l4,o46 

2,04l 


isure, it is nevertheless worthy of notice that white youth are twice 
likely as black youth to have had access to all three types of reading 
:erial (6l percent versus 32 percent). One in five blacks, as contrasted 
,h less than one in thirty whites, lived in homes into which no 
jazines, newspapers, or library books regularly came. 

:ome and Assets 


Differences in family structure make it rather difficult to interpret 
cisely data on total annual incomes of the families of young men l4-24 
rs of age. In some cases, the family whose income is being measvired con- 
its of the young man and his wife; in others, of the young man and 
parents; in still others, the youth may be living alone. Since whites 
blacks differ with respect to marital status and family structure, the 
ome data must be Interpreted cautiously. Nevertheless, the differences 
ween whites and blacks shown in Table 2.20 are impressive. Three-tenths 
the black youth, in contrast with less than one-tenth of the white, are 
family units with annual incomes under $3,000. At the other end of the 
tinuum, over a third of the white families, but only a ninth of the 
ok, enjoyed incomes over $10,000 per year. 

When one looks at the annual income of the young men, the same pro- 
aced differences appear. Table 2.21 presents the picture for youth not 
oiled in school. Differences between white and black youth prevail in 
age categories, but increase substantially as age increases. Thus, 
median income of white youth 16-I7 years old ($1,370) is 18 percent 
ler than that of the same age group of black youth. But for those 
L9 years old, the differential is 51 percent ($2,750 versus $l,8l8), 
for youth in their twenties, 75 percent ($5,257 versus $3,000). 
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Table 2.20 Total Income of All Family Members in 12 Months Preceding 
Survey; Males l4-2l+ Years of Age, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Total family income 

WHITES 

BLACKS 1 

Less than $3)000 

7 

30 

$3,000-4,999 

12 

24 

$5)000-7,499 

26 

21 

' $7,500-9,999 

20 

13 

$10,000-14,999 

22 

10 

$15,000 or more 

13 

1 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

14,046 

2,o4i 


II SCHOOL ENROLLMENT STATUS AND SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS 


In seeking the determinants of labor market behavior in subsequent 
chapters we almost invariably shall control for school enrollment statua. 
Students and nonstudents have such markedly different patterns of labor 
market behavior that they are, in effect, analyzed separately. But thio 
leads to precisely the kind of problem at which the present chapter is 
directed; since school enrollment status is correlated with labor markot 
behavior, it is in^ortant to inquire whether enrollment status perhaps it! 
reflecting the influence on labor market behavior of other factors with 
which enrollment status is correlated. Actually, there is a more direct 
way of introducing the subject of this section. We need merely to note 
that it is somewhat unsatisfying to recognize school enrollment status a a 
a "determinant" of labor market status and activity without inquiring into 
what factors appear to determine whether a young man is in school. 

A complete answer to this question must await our subsequent survey o 
of the young men when we shall have had an opportunity to observe decisloni 
being made with respect, to education and to explore the reasons for thorn. 
Also, when information on school records of the youth has been processed, 
we doubtless shall be in a position to explore the influence of a much 
wider range of variables than we have available now. Nevertheless, on the 
basis of data collected in the initial survey, it is possible to perceive 
a number of variables relating to the background of the youth that affeet 
the likelihood of their being in school. 








able 2.21 Income of Eespondent in 12 Months Preceding Survey j by Age; 

Males 16-24 Years of Age Wot Enrolled in School, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Income of 
respondent 

16-17 

18-19 

20-24 

Total 

16-24 


WHITES 1 

Less than $2,000 
$2,000 - 3,999 
{54,000 - 5,999 
{56,000 - 7,499 
$7,500 and over 
Total percent 
Total number 
(thousands) 

Median 

Less than $2,000 
$2,000 - 3,999 

554.000 - 5,999 

556.000 - 7,4-99 
$7 , 500 and over 

Total percent 
Total number 
(thousands ) 

Median 

73 

20 

7 

0 

0 

100 

485 

$1,370 

38 

32 

20 

6 

4 

100 

1,188 

$2,750 

9 

19 

35 

21 

16 

100 

3,665 

$5,257 

21 

22 

29 

16 

12 

100 

5,338 

$4,483 

BLACKS 

86 

l4 

0 

0 

0 

100 

116 

$1,163 

55 

33 

9 

3 

0 

100 

198 

$1,818 

27 

46 

18 

7 

2 

100 

624 

$3,000 

4o 

39 

14 

6 

1 

100 

938 

$2,513 


(l) Confuted from grouped data. 
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Occupation of Father 

The socioeconomic status of a youth's family reflects not only its 
economic circumstances, hut also the more intangible aspects of its style 
of life, and these in turn affect the ability and the desire of the 
youngster to be in school* It comes as no surprise, therefore, that a 
young man's school enrollment status is related to the occupation of his 
father during the youth's formative years. 3 Nevertheless, there are 
interesting variations in this relationship depending on the age of the 
young man (Table 2.22). At ages l6 and 17, the relevant school is high 
school for the overwhelming majority of youth. At higher ages, and 
particularly those in the twenties, the relevant school is college. Thus, 
among the l6 and 1? year olds, enrollment status differentiates largely 
between those who are in high school and those who have dropped out. 

Among those 18-19 years old and those 20-24, enrollment status differentiates 
largely between those enrolled in college and those who have not gone that 
far. 


Among white youth l6 and 17 years old, sons of white-collar workers 
are considerably more likely to be enrolled in school than are those from 
families headed by other categories of workersj but there is little, if 
any, difference in enrollment rates among sons of blue-collar, service, 
and farm workers. In the later teens, however, and in the twenties, sons 
of farm workers are considerably less likely than youngsters from 
blue-collar families to be in school. For the entire group of whites 
16-24 years of age, 65 percent of the young men from white-collar homes 
are enrolled, as compared with about *45 percent of those from homes headed 
by hlue-collar or service workers and only 32 percent of those from farm 
families. 

In the case of black youth, among both teenagers and those in their 
twenties, enrollment ratios appear to decline as one moves from 
white-collar, through blue-collar and service, to farm occupations. For 


3 Cf. Charles B. Nam, A. Lewis Rhodes, and Robert E. Herriott, 
"School Retention by Race, Religion, and Socioeconomic Status," Journal 
of Human Resources , Vol. Ill (Spring, 1968 ), p. I 78 ; Herbert Bienstock, 
"Realities of the Job Market for the High School Dropout , " in Daniel 
Schreiber (ed.). Profile of the School Dropout (N.Y. : Random House, 1967 ), 
pp. 101-125; Vera C. Perella, and Forrest Bogan, "Out-of- School Youth, 
February 1963 ," Special Labor Force Report (Part l). United States 
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Manthly Labor Review , 

Vol, LXXXVII, (November, 1964), pp. I26O-685 Thomas E. Swanstrom, 

"Out -of- School Youth, February I 963 , " Special Labor Force Report (Part II), 
United States Department of Labor, Bure^ of Labor Statistics, Monthly 
Labor Review , Vol. LXXXVII, (December, 1964) , pp. l4l6-24. 
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J.CIUJ.C c.»eLc. ouLiuuj. jmroxjiaen-c; Gxa-cus, by Age and. Occupation of Father When Youth Was Age li|-: Males 16-24 

Years of Age, by Color 
(Percentage distribution) 
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the total i 6-24 year age group of hlacks, the enrollment ratios for young 
men vhose fathers were in these occupational categories, respectively, 
are 68 percent, 4l percent, 38 percent, and 21 percent. It is exceedingly 
important to note that the differences in overall enrollment ratios between 
blacks and whites are in large measure explained by differences between 
the two color groups in socioeconomic status of family of origin.^ For 
the total age group l6-24, half of the whites, but only two-fifths of the 
blacks, are enrolled. However, youth from white-collar families are 
equally likely to be enrolled (about two-thirds) regardless of color. 

Also, among the sons of blue-collar workers, the difference between 
enrollment rates of whites and blacks (45 percent versus 4l percent) is 
minimal. In the service and farm categories, enrollment rates of whites 
are substantially higher than those of blacks, but the composition of 
these two categories of occupations differs as between the two color 
groups to an even greater extent than the other types of occupations. 

lype of Community 

The type of community in which the youth lived at age l4 bears a 
substantial relationship to whether he is currently enrolled in school 
(Table 2.23)- Among white youth between the ages of l6 and 24, those 
with rural farm or nonfarra backgrounds are considerably less likely to 
be enrolled in school than those from urban communities. Compared with 
an average enrollment rate of 51 percent for all white youth in this age 
category, rural farm youth have a rate of 33 percent and rural nonfarm 
youth a rate of 4l percent. The highest enrollment rate (65 percent) 
exists among those youth from the suburbs of large cities. Intermediate 
between these extremes are the enrollment rates of youth from urban areas 
(about 55 percent). There is virtually no variation according to size of 
urban area. The pattern for black youth is very much the same as that 
for white, except that those from rural nonfarm areas are hardly less 
likely to be enrolled in school than those from urban areas. It is note- 
worthy that the substantially lower enrollment rates of blacks than of 
whites do not prevail among those with rural nonfarm backgrounds. Among 
this group, the enrollment ratio is 4l percent for whites and 4o percent 
for blacks. 

Early Home Environment 

Family structure The structure of a youth's family when he was 
age 14 apparently has a substantial bearing on the likelihood of his 


4 Nam, Rhodes, and Harriott have reported that one-half of the 
inter-color difference in enrollment rates in a sample of 3? 000 young men 
and women I6-I7 years of age could be accounted for by father's occupational 
status, and that much of the remaining difference was explained by religion 
and region of residence, ibid. , p. 177. 
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Scliool enroUment Rural r. Total or 

status Rural farm nonfam Town Suburb (25,000-100,000) (100,000 or more) average 
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continuing his education (Table 2.24). Among yoimg white men between the 
ages of l6 and 24, about one- half of those who at age l4 were living with 
their natural parents currently are enrolled in school, as compared with 
slightly under two-fifths of all other youth. It is interesting that 
the relationship in the case of black youth, although in the same direction, 
is not nearly so strong. The enrollment rate of .those who at age l4 were 
living with their mother and father is 42 percent compared ^ith 37 percent 
for those in family units with one or both natural parents absent. It 
should be noted that when one considers only youth from "broken" homes, 
there is no perceptible difference between whites and blacks in the 
probability of their remaining in school. The observed relationship 
between family structwe and school attendance may simply be a reflection 
of differences in financial resources, but it also may reflect the 
independent effect of the nature of family life on the youngster's 
motivation and interest in school. 


Table 2.24 School Enrollment Status, by Living Arrangement at 
Age l4: Males l6-24 Years of Age, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


School 

enrollment 

status 

WHITES j 

BLACKS 1 

Father 

and 

mother 

All 

other 

Total 

or 

average 

Father 

and 

mother 

All 

other 

Total 

or 

average 

Enrolled 

52 

38 

51 

42 

37 

4o 

Not enrolled 

47 

61 

49 

58 

63 

60 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total number 







(thousands) 

9,310 

1,507 

10,840 

901 

642 

1,550 


Nationality There are fairly substantial differences in the school 
enrollment rates of white youth between the ages of l 6 and 24 depending 
upon their national origin (Table 2.25). Those whose families have lived 
in the United States or Canada for at least three generations are less 
likely to be enrolled in school than those whose families have immigrated 
more recently from European countries. Native Americans have an enrollment 
rate of 4? percent compared with 63 percent for youth whose families 
originated in Central or Eastern Europe, 57 percent for those from Southern 
Europe, and 54 percent for those from Northern or Western Europe, although 
the numbers in the latter category are so small as to make this estimated 
enrollment rate rather unreliable. Youth with recent origins in Latin 
America are about as likely to be enrolled in school as are those whose 
families have lived in North America for three generations (48 percent 
versus 47 percent). 
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Table 2.25 School Enrollment Status, by Nationality: White I<fe.les 16-24 Years of Age 

(Percentage distribution) 


Total or 
average 
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reading maOarlal AlK.U.or i.,.lIc.iU,r ..C I y • 

. — a -orofoutH rolivL i-on.'ih.ii) t<> Lho probahl 1 .1 Ly oi a 

rellining in " 1. provMo.l .y Uu, <lalu In Tabi.n 
SS show enrollment rates in relation bo the youth's expor.ure to reua;ln(5 
material in his home when he was I'l years of u,'('. White youth hei-ween tho 
apes of 16 and 2^ whose families had a l,;ihrary oard and ro;-,u lari y recu-lvcd 
a\ewspaper and ma^iazines, currently have a school. onr()l,liiient rate oj, 

61 perLnt, compared bo U2 percent for those who tacked any one o those 
thrL types of reading material, PY pereent for Ukus' who aoked two and 
14 percent for those who lacked all three, it Is v,*ry curious that Oi’ 
■black youth the relationship between these two v/iriahi.er. Is not nearly sc 
strong as it is for white. For .Instance, on tlsi has:! s o( this mcnsuri^ 
the most culturally deprived white youth is oaly on.Yl.'«';'W' ^ 

be enrolled in school as the most pr:l v:i .toged youth; Isit the lalu! .!,oi black 
youth in the lowest category is more than half as Irl.gli lui the rate lor tho 
top category. As a conacq.uanco, it is on'iy amoiiff tlic youtli with exposure 
to all three types of reading material that tls! whites maul. font n, n\xh~ 
stantially higher probability of remalninc: In scdiool. than the l>,la(‘k!;. 


Table 2.26 


School Enrollment litatuu, by Exx^osuro to tloadlng Material 
at Age l4: Males l6-24 Years of Ago, by (loliu* 

( Perc en bage di atr i.bu t:i on ) 


School 

enrollment 

status 

Had newspaper, 
magazines, and 
library card 


liticked 

two 

lAoked 
all threis 

Tol,al 

or 

nvora/'o 


WHITES 

Enrolled 

61 

42 

27 

ih 

91 

Not enrolled 

39 

58 

73 

86 

1|9 

Total percent 
Total number 

100 

100 

.100 

1.00 

|t)0 

(thousands) 1 

6,506 

2,944 

980 

380 

10,8)|0 


BMOKS 



Enrolled 

50 

38 

1 

37 

88 

19 

Not enrolled 

50 

62 

63 

78 

6ii 

Total percent 
Total number 

100 

100 

100 

1 00 

100 

(thousands ) 

482 

^lr?7 

.320 

,308 

1 , 'i50 
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n the second category, the enrollment rate for whites is only slightly 
igher than that for blacks (42 percent versus 38 percent) and, in the 
wo lowest categories, the rates for blacks are actually substantially 
igher than those for whites. These results are rather puzzling. They 
uggest that the indicators of cultural environment that we have used do 
ot have the same implications in black families as in white and are 
erhaps, therefore, not as appropriate a measure for the blacks. 

igh School Curriculum 

There is a substantial relationship between the high school curriculiun 
youth pursues and the probability of his being in school (Table 2.27). 
tiis is, of course, hardly surprising for youth in their late teens and 
tieir early twenties since those in college preparatory curricula are 
oviously much more likely to go on to college. It is noteworthy, however, 
cat the relationship also prevails among those who are 16 and 17 years 
Ld. The enrollment rate for white youth in this age group who pursued 
le college preparatory curriculum is 96 percent in contrast to 8l percent 
yr those in the general curriculum and 82 percent for those in the 
acational curriculum. Thus it appears that youth in the general and 
jcational curricula are not only less likely than those in the college 
’’eparatory cxirriculum to continue their education beyond high school, j- 
it they are also more likely to drop out of hi^ school before graduating.^ 

Among the 20-24 year age group, those who had college preparatory work 
1 high school are about two-and-a-half times as likely to be enrolled in 
;hool as those in the general curriculum. Perhaps more interesting than 
lis finding, however, is that ^ high school curriculum is an absolute 
i,r to college enrollment. Approximately one in twelve of the relatively 
lall number of youth between the ages of 20 and 24 in the vocational or 
)mmercial curricula in hi^ school is currently enrolled in college, 
lis is true also of almost a fifth of those who had been enrolled in the 
ineral curriculurm. 

The pattern for black youth is very similar to that for whites. It 
•ems clear from the data in Table 2.27 that a substantial portion of the 
fference in enrollment rates between white and black youth is attributable 
I the same factors that produce different distributions according to high 
hool curriculum. Qhe overall differential in enrollment rate between 
ack and white youth between the ages of 16 and 24 who have completed at 
ast one year of high school is 9 percentage points (54 percent versus 


5 Cf. Bienstock, ou. cit .. p. 122. Of students enrolled in the 12th 
ade in October, 1959? 4.1 percent of those in the college preparatory 
rriculum, 12.7 percent of those in the vocational and commercial curricula 
d 18.3 percent of those in the general curriculum did not graduate with 
eir class. 


43 



Tshle 2.27 School Enrollment Status, hy Age and School Curriculum: Males 16 - 2 ^ 1 - Years of Age With 

Some School, by Color 
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10,177 171 49 268 796 1,324 




















aercent). Between blacks and. whites from college preparatory high 
jol curricula, the differential, however, is only 6 percentage points 
percent versus 67 percent) and, between the two color groups from the 
5ral curriculvim in high school, the differential is only 3 percentage 
its (4l percent versus 38 percent). In the case of those who pursue 
vocational curriculum in high school, the enrollment rate of the 
sks is actually very slightly hi^er than that of the whites (43 percent 
ms 4l percent). 

.th Condition 


The relationship between health and enrollment status is a rather 
.ous one, which at the moment, we are unable to explain (Table 2.28). 
the entire age group 16-24, those who report no health problem that 
■cts their school, work, or other activity are slightly more likely 
e enrolled than those who have some problem. In the case of the 
es, the difference is only 2 percentage points (51 percent versus 
ercent) and, in the case of the blacks, it is 4 percentage points 
percent versus 36 percent). I'or both color groups, however, there 
, fairly substantial difference among the I 8 and 19 year olds. White 
h in this age category with no health problems have an enrollment 
of 58 percent, compared with 51 percent for those with problems, 
g blacks, the differential is even larger: an enrollment rate of 
ercent for those with no health problems and 29 percent for those 
ering some health limitation. Why the differences should be pronounced 
g the youth in their late teens and scarcely observable among those in 
r earlier teens and twenties is by no means clear. As has been 
Gated, there are other respects in which the health variable behaves 
ngely. It is hoped that our continued exploration of the behavior 
his variable will shed some light on the results that have been 
rted here. 


SUMMABY 

There are very dramatic differences between white and black youth 
respect to a large nvunber of socioeconomic variables that may be 
cted to have profound effects on labor market experience and behavior, 
ks are more likely than whites to grow up’ in rural farm areas and in 
large cities rather than in smaller towns or suburbs. They are much 
likely than whites to have lived with both their natural parents, 
erms of whatever indicator of socioeconomic status one chooses to use, 
fall far below whites. As a result, black youth are considerably 
likely than white youth to be enrolled in school. If enrolled, they 
Less likely than whites to be in the college preparatory curriculixm 
compared with whites, are not quite so advanced in grade relative to 
Among young men not enrolled in school, blacks are considerably 
likely than whites to be married. They have completed fewer years 
Dhool, on the average, than whites, and are also less likely to have 
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Table 2.28 School Enrollment Status, hy Age and Effect of Health on Activity: Males l6-24 Years of 

Age, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 
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vocational training outside the formal educational system. Moreover, 
training that black youth receive is less likely than that of white 
1 to be for white-collar work. 

The factors that are related to a young man's enrollment status are 
^antially the same for whites and blacks. The father's occupation 
I. marked influence not only on whether a young man goes on to college, 
)n. whether he completes high school. The type of community in which 
'■oungster grows up also is important. Those with rural backgrounds 
iiuch less likely to be enrolled in school than those from urban areas, 
'■outh who has grown up in a home with both natural parents present is 
more likely to be enrolled than one who has lived in a "broken" home, 
ultural environment in which the youth has grown up, as measured by 
mount of reading material in the home, bears a strong relationship 
the young man's enrollment status, as does the high school curriculum 
ich he was enrolled. The youth in a college preparatory curriculum 
t only more likely than one in the general or vocational curriculum 
' on to college, but he is also less likely to drop out of school 
e receiving his high school diploma. Finally, among white youth, 
e Americans are less likely to remain in school than those of other 
nallties. Needless to say, there are substantial intercorrelations 
these variables, and the independent influence that each of them 
ises cannot be ascertained until a multivariate analysis is made. 

It is highly important to note that much, if not all, of the 
-color difference in enrollment ratios appears to be a reflection 
fferences between the two color groups with respect to some of the 
mentioned underlying variables. For instance, among families headed 
ite-collar workers, black and white youth are equally likely bo be 
ledj among blue-collar families the enrollment ratio of blacks is 
slightly less than that of whites. In view of the grossness of the 
ational categories and the known differences between blacks and 
s in occupational structure within each of the major categories, it 
entirely possible that if one could control completely for occupation 
bher the enrollment rates of black youth woxild be as high as, or 
r than, those of white. 
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CHAPTER THREE* 


LABOR FORCE ART) EMPLOYMENT STATUS 


Of the approximately l 6 million young men l4 to 24 years of age in 
civilian noninstitutlonal population in 1966 , 69 percent are estimatedj 
the basis of our survey to have been in the labor force in the autumn 
that year. About 10.3 million were employed and 0.8 million were 
mployed, an unemployment rate of 7.5 percent. These estimates produced 
our longitudinal study (LOS) differ rather substantially from the 
icial estimates yielded for the same age group of yoTong men by the 
rent Population Survey (CPS). Specifically, the LGS estimates of 
(1 employment and unemployment are higher than those of the CPS, by 
ost 2.1 million in the case of the foimer and somewhat over 0.3 million 
bhe case of the latter~-differences far too large to be reasonably 
ributable to sampling variation. The pattern of these differences 
aetween students and nonstudents and among different age groups, as 
L as the possible reasons for them, are explored in Appendix E. In 
5 chapter we describe the labor force and employment status of the 
ig men as registered by the longitudinal survey, and seek to uncover 
correlates of labor force participation and unemployment. 


VARIATION IN LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION 


The ages l4 to 24 Include a very substantial range in the develop- 
; and maturation of a young man, particularly from the standpoint of 
participation in productive economic activity. In the early teens, 
youth is typically Just beginning his secondary education; rarely 
I he have financial responsibilities. Even if he wants to work at 
regularly, the vast majority of Jobs in the economy are closed to 
because of his lack of skills and because of legal impediments such 
ompulsory school attendance laws and child labor laws. By his 
twenties, on the other hand, the tspical young man has left school, 
larried, and is working full time. 

In addition to the obvious variation by age, there is also considerable 
ation within narrow age categories in the extent of labor market 
icipation. Among this age group of males, unlike those who are older, 
e is a considerable element of discretion in labor market activity, 
among the oldest of the cohort, school is not an uncommon activity, 
students, even of this age, can remain outside the labor force without 


* This chapter was written by Herbert S. Parnes and Robert C. Miljus. 



sacrificing respectability. On the other hand, there are opportunities 
for even the youngest students in the age category to work for pay, and 
many of them do so with greater or lesser regularity. Thus, it is 
interesting to inquire what characteristics of young men are associated 
with the likelihood of their being in the labor force. 

School Enrollment Status, Age, and Color 

It comes as no surprise that the school enrollment status of mule 
youth shows a stronger relationship to labor force participation than aiii' 
ctliBr single factor W6 ha^ve invesiuigB^ted. (To-bl© 3*1) • For the toto,] H[-'0 
group, the participation rate is 52 percent for students as opposed to 
96 percent for those out of school. This relationship prevails for alll 
age categories, although to somewhat different degrees; among those 
years of age, the difference in participation rates for students and 
nonstudents is about 28 percentage points, which is smaller than tor atiy 
other age category. The general pattern is the same for both whitod imfi 
blacks. Among the latter, the participation rate of students is only 
half that of nonstudents; but of those 22-24 years of age, the dilfemnud 
is less than 10 percentage points. 

Age As is implied hy the foregoing, age also has a strong inihi-ui' 
on labor force participation. For the total cohort of young men, tlnu'o 
is a rather smooth rise in the rate, from 42 percent for those ll|-l'j 
years old to 93 percent for the 22-24 year age group (Table 3.1). A'H'mi*: 
students the rate rises from 4l percent for the 14-15 year olds to 
percent for those 22-24 years of age. This Increase is not continuouii , 
however. The 20-21 year olds have a rate about 4 percentage points 
those 18-19. As will be seen below, this probably reflects the lowor 
participation by college students relative to high school studenlwi. :i>i 
the case of youth not enrolled in school, there is a continuous IncrcKisi.! 
from 91 percent for the 16-I7 year age group to 98 percent for bluj 
year olds. Those l4-15 years of age who are out of school are 00 f<iw hi 
number that the estimate of their labor force participation rato iti 
unreliable. By and large, the relationship between age and labor fore** 
participation is similar for black youth. 

Color The overall participation rates of white and black male 
youth are virtually identical, at about 69 percent (Table 3.I). Howoy.'r, 
when age is controlled, rather pronounced differences appear, liiroui-'h 
age 19, the participation rates of the two groups are practically 
same. In the 20-21 and 22-24 year age groups, however, the rates f'S’ 
blacks are higher than those for whites by about 7 and 4 percentage fiiii* 
respectively. When school enrollment status is controlled, as well 
age, it turns out that the higher rates for black, as compared witlJ 'Hhlt.j 
youth, in their early twenties are attributable primarily to their mu.'jh 
lower rate of school attendance. Of men in their twenties who aro 
enrolled in school, it is true that blacks have higher participation 
than whites. But among the much larger proportion of the age group wh4 
are not in school, the whites have the higher participation rates, To 
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all this in another way, the color differentials in labor force partici- 
pation among those not in school are small, but rather consistently in 
the direction of higher rates for whites. Among students, black teenagers 
have lower rates than whites, but the relationship is reversed for those 
in their early twenties. 

Variation in Rates among Students 

Since school enrollment status makes such a substantial difference 
in the labor force status of young men, it is desirable to separate 
students and nonstudents for purposes of further analysis. VJe turn our 
attention first to young men enrolled in school and inquire what factorn 
are associated with their labor force participation. 

Age and year of school It appears, at least in the case of whites, 
that age and year in school have independent effects on whether student!', 
are in the labor market (Table 3-2). Within each educational category, 
labor force participation increases with increasing age. However, age 
for age, college students have substantially lower rates than high schoo] 
students. For example, among white high school seniors l4-17 years of 
age, the participation rate is 59 percent as compared with 44 percent 
for the same age group in the first three years of college. Similarly, 
the 18-24 year age group of high school seniors (almost all of whom are 
18-19 years old) have a rate that is 9 percentage points higher than 
that of the I8 and I9 year olds who are in the first three years of 
college. Thus, college students, despite their greater age, are less 
likely to be in the labor force than high school seniors. Moreover, 
students in their senior year of college or in graduate work are loss 
likely to be in the labor market than those in their first three years 
of college. Because of the small numbers of black youth in some of tlie 
age-educational attainment categories, the pattern among them is not !io 
clear as in the case of the white. 


Educat ional plans of high school students The greater "tendency 
of high school students than of college students to be in the labor forcf" 
is presaged by the fact that college -bound high school students have 
ower labor force participation rates than their counterparts who do not. 
plan to continue their education (Table 3.3). White students, 14-1? 
years of age, who aspire to go to college have a participation rate of 
47 percent as compared with 51 percent for those who do not, and the 
difference is even greater in the case of the black youth. There arc 
TeSrStv"® in the labor force participatio; of wSit^ 

they are enrol^prf the high school curriculum in which 

have lower rates tLn tLL ]' college preparatory curricuLu": 

This relationshin hn general, vocational, or commercial currlculs. 

ihis relationship, however, does not hold for black students. 
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ble 3*2 


Labor Force Participation Rates, by Year of School Attending 
and Age: Male Students 14-24 Years of Age, by Color 


Year of school 

wh; 

[TES 

BLACKS 

attending and 
age 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

8 or less 


18 


46 

Total 14-24 

232 

102 

9-11 



382 

39 

14-15 

2,895 

44 

16-24 

1,081 

57 

232 

50 

Total lk-2k 

3,977 

47 

617 

44 

12 





14-17 

1»i69 

59 

130 

52 

18-24 

172 

67 

34 

62 

Total 14-24 

1,342 

60 

165 

54 

13-15 



34 


14-17 

425 

44 

59 

18-19 

1,287 

58 

72 

33 

20-24 

604 

70 

56 

75 

Total i4-24 

2,317 

59 

162 

54 

l6 or more 





14-21 

378 

43 

15 

33 

22-24 

399 

64 

19 

84 

Total i4-24 

776 

54 

34 

62 

Total or average 




40 

14-15 

3,1^2 

2,589 

4l 

467 

16-17 

56 

394 

53 

18-19 

1,545 

60 

123 

42 

20-21 

739 

54 

54 

58 

22-24 

629 

69 

4l 

90 

Total i4-24 

8,644 

52 

1,078 

48 


53 









Table 3.3 


Cui-ren-fc 

Goal: 


Labor Force Participation Rates, by Educational 
Male Students 14-17 Years of Age, by Color 



WHITES 

BLACKS 

Educational 

goal 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate , survey 
week 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

CO'mplete high 
school or less 

1,427 

51 

292 

52 

Enter college 

4,246 

47 

566 

43 

Total or average 

5,731 

48 

861 

46 


How does one explain these consistent differences between college 
and high school students and, indeed, between high school students 
destined for college and those who are not? One plausible explanation 
is that those who attend or plan to enter college are from higher Income 
families, and that their lower participation results simply from their 
greater financial resources. Another explantion is that those who are 
college bound, as well as those already in college, are more serious 
sbudents and, therefore, less willing to jeopardize their scholastic 
standing by working. Finally, it is possible that differences in social 
status between the two groups create different propensities to seek work 
outside of school. 

Marital status By far the most influential determinant of the 
labor market activity of students is their marital status (Table 3'5)* 

In ev&ry age category containing married males, the participation rate 
of those' who are married and living with their wives is substantially 
greater than that of all others (over 95 percent of whom are "never 
married")* example, among whites 22-24 years of age, 82 percent 

of the former as contrasted with 60 percent of the latter are in the 
labor force. (The number of black students who are married is too 
small for reliable estimates.) The higher participation rates of married 
students prevail irrespective of whether their wives are employed. 
Although there is only a small number of cases in which the wife of a 
student is not employed, in no such case is the husband not in the labor 
force , 

Family income Prom an examination of white male students between 

ages ^ 14 ajid 24, it would appear that labor force participation 
varies inversely with family income. The rate declines more or less 
regularly from 57 percent of those in families whose incomes are under 









'able 3.^ 


Labor Force Participation Rates, by Age and High School 
Curriculum: Male Students l4-17 Years of Age Enrolled in 
High School or College, by Color 



WHITES 

BLACKS 

Age and high 
school curriculum 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

4-15 





Vocational 

170 

59 

35 

35 

Commercial 

78 

62 

9 

33 

College preparatory 

1,273 

4o 

90 

37 

General 

1,244 

44 

237 

4o 

Total or average 

2,915 

44 

384 

39 

5-17 





Vocational 

285 

64 

49 

54 

Commercial 

63 

64 

19 

11 

College preparatory 

1,198 

47 

87 

58 

General 

1,000 

64 

214 

51 

Total or average 

2,584 

56 

376 

52 

Dtal i 4-17 

455 * 




Vocational 


62 

84 

47 

Commercial 

l4l 

62 

28 

18 

College preparatory 

2,471 

43 

177 

48 

General 

2,244 

53 

451 

45 

Total or average 

5,499 

49 

760 

46 
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Table 3*5 Labor Force Participation Rates, by Age, Marital Status and 

Employment Status of Wife; Jfele Students 18-24 Years of Age, 

by Color 


WHITES 


Age, marital 
status and 
employment 
status of wife 


Married, spouse 
present 
Working 
Wot working 
Other 

Total or average 
20-21 

Married, spouse 
present 
Working 
Wot working 
Other 

Total or average 
22-24 

Married, spouse 
present 
Working 
Not working 
Other 

Total or average 

Total 18-24 
Married, spouse 
present 
Working 
Not working 
Other 

Total or average 


Total number 
(thousands) 


Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 


BLACKS 


Total number 
(thousands) 


Labor force 
participatl< 
rate, survt] 
week 





$UjOOO to 49 percent of those in fajtdlies with incomes of $10,000 or more 
(Table 3»6), But this relationship probably confounds a number of diverse 
influences. In the oldest age category, the family whose income is reported 
frequently consists of the young man and his wife who are living alone; 
in the youngest category, the family almost always comprises the youngsters, 
his parents, and siblings. 

To avoid the contaminating effects of differences in age, level of 
schooling, and marital status, one can focus on the students l4-17 years 
of age. This is a reasonably homogeneous group from the point of view 
that almost all are in high school, unmarried, and living with their 

parents. Their own contribution to family income, even when working, is 

generally minimal. Among whites in this category, contrary to expectation, 
labor force participation of the youngster is independent of the Income 
of the family. The range of rates is only 4 percentage points — from 4? 
percent to 51 percent — and even this very limited variation is not 

systematic with respect to income. In the case of black youth, the rate 

shows more variation, but behaves quite erratically with respect to income. 
However, the participation rate of those in families with annual Incomes 
of $6,000, or more is 10 percentage points lower than that in families with 
Lower Incomes. 

local unemployment rate The labor force participation of male 
students appears to be strongly sensitive to the rate of vuaemployment in 
she local labor market area. In all age groups, and for both white and 
slack youth, participation in the labor market is much less likely where 
memployment rates are high than where they are low (Table 3-7) • 'Pov the 
ige cohort as a whole, the participation rates of white students are 56 
sercent in areas where i960 unemployment rates were under 4.2 percent and 
1-3 percent in areas where i960 unemployment exceeded 6.2 percent. Among 
slacks, the corresponding participation rates are 49 percent and 38 percent. 
?hese differences suggest a rather pronounced discouraged worker effect 
unong youth enrolled in school.^ 


1 Of. William G. Bowen and T.A. Pinegan, "Labor Force Participation 
ind Unemployment" in Arthur M. Ross (ed,), Employment Policy and the Labor 
iarket (Berkely: University of California Press, I965), pp. ^38-142. 
jiother labor market variable used by Bowen and Finegan in their analysis 
if the factors affecting labor force participation of teenage males was 
n "index of demand," that is, the percentage of civilian employment in 
■he area accounted for by agriculture and retail trade. These are the 
•wo industries which, nationally, employ the largest concentrations of 
•eenage males. In their multiple regression analysis, Bowen and Pinegan 
'ound a significant positive relationship between this index and labor 
'orce participation. In the present study, when PSU's are divided into 
hose with high and those with low levels of demand for teenage en^iloyment, 
o difference in the labor force participation of teenage students is 
ound. 
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Table 3*6 Labor Force Participation Rates, by Age and Total Family Incc'- 
in Previous 12 Months: Male Students 14-24 Years of Ago, by 


r 


WHITES 

BLACKS 

Age and 
total family 
income 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate , survey 
week 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Tabor 

parliclivitl' 
rate, sui’Vi/ 
vrtM'k 

14-17 

Less than $4,000 

592 

49 

385 

Ml 

$4,000-5,999 

817 

51 

182 

54 

$6,000-7,499 

830 

48 

86 

38 

$7,500-9,999 

1,202 

47 

100 

48 

$10,000 and over 

1,957 

48 

64 

iJ 

Total or average 

5,731 

48 

861 

hO 

18-19 

Less than $4,000 

l4l 

78 

4l 

h? 

< 

i. 

!4, 000-5, 999 

145 

54 

21 


< 

I 1. 

>6,000-7,499 

172 

61 

13 

50 

! C 

57,500-9,999 

290 

70 

20 

I’d 

< 

510,000 and over 

692 

53 

20 

35 

Total or average 

1,545 

60 

123 

h? 

20-24 

Less than $4,000 

150 

69 

19 

63 


>4,000-5,999 

89 

67 

12 1 

91. 


56,000-7,499 

157 

74 

6 

0 


57,500-9,999 

192 

61 

19 


$10,000 and over 

556 

49 

36 

69 

Total or average 

1,368 

61 

95 

V 

Total i4-24 

Less than $4,000 

884 

57 

446 

4B 


$4,000-5,999 

1,124 

54 

215 

55 


$6,000-7,499 

1,158 

54 

105 



$7,500-9,999 

1,684 

52 

139 

50 


$10,000 and over 

i,4o4 

49 

120 

44 


Total or average 

8,644 

52 

1,078 

43 
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Table 3.7 


Labor Force Participation Rates, by Age and PSU Unemployment 
Rate in 196O: Male Students 14-24 Years of Age, by Color 


’ Age and PSU 
unemployment 
rate in 196O 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

14-17 





Less than 4.2 percent 

1,377 

53 

215 

46 

4. 2-6. 2 percent 

3,088 

48 

514 

48 

More than 6.2 percent 

1,266 

44 

133 

37 

Total or average 

5,731 

48 

861 

46 

18-19 





Less than 4.2 percent 

40 l 

64 

36 

43 

4 . 2-6. 2 percent 

856 

55 

66 

44 

More than 6.2 percent 

288 

37 

20 

32 

Total or average 

1,545 

60 

123 

42 

20-24 





Less than 4.2 percent 

310 

60 

22 

93 

4 . 2- 6. 2 percent 

823 

66 

53 

73 

More than 6.2 percent 

235 

45 

20 

44 

Total or average 

1,368 

61 

95 

72 

1 

Total i 4-24 





Less than 4.2 percent 

1 2,089 

56 

273 

49 

4 . 2-6. 2 percent 

4,767 

54 

633 

! 50 

More than 6.2 percent 

1,789 

43 

173 

38 

Total or average 

8,644 

52 

1,078 

48 
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Variation in Rates among Youth Not Enrolled in Sohool 


As would be expected, young men who are not enrolled in school are 
far more homogeneous in labor force status than those who are in school. 
Nevertheless, almost 5 percent of the total age group out of school arc 
not in the labor force, and there are a number of variables that dis- 
criminate between those who are and those who are not. 

Age and educational attainment The increasing rate of labor force 
participation with age already has been pointed out. Table 3.8 indi cates 
that, except for the generally lower participation rates of men with 
eight or fewer years of school, there is no consistent relationship botweer 
educational attainment and labor force participation. For the total a/fc 
group of whites, those with less than nine years of school have a labor 
force participation rate of 90 percent; all other educational attaJtunont 
categories range between 96 percent (those with I6 or more years ) and 
98 percent (those with 13-15 years). 

On theoretical grounds , one would except labor force particlpallojn 
to be positively correlated with educational attainment for at least 
three reasons. First, education should be positively related bo potential 
earnings, which in turn may be expected to be positively related to labor 
force participation. 2 Second, one would expect an inverse relationnVilp 

between education and long-tem unemployment (and, therefore, withdrawal, 
from the labor force). Third, the higher the education attainment, tlie 
greater the psychic rewards of working, which should lead to higher 
participation rates. The failure to find a positive relation between 
educational attainment and labor force participation may result from 
hidden correlations. Since one expects a positive association botwrson 
nonlabor income and educational status, and since there are theoretical 
reasons for expecting nonlabor income to be negatively related to labor 
force participation, we may obtain a positive relationship betwoou 
education and labor force participation when we control for tota3. fiunlly 
income, excluding the earned income of the respondent. 

Among black youth, the relationship between education and l.abor 
force participation is in the expected direction, except that those with 
less than nine years of schooling have higher participation ratoo than 
those with 9 to 11 years of school. It is noteworthy that the somowbat 
lower overall participation rate of blacks than of whites (2 perconlago 
points) is to some degree the result of differences between the two races 
in educational attainment, At both ends of the educational attainmot\t 


2 We recognize that higher wage rates may have an income effe(i1'. 
as well as a substitution effect. However, we agree with Bowen and 
Finegan that when labor supply is measured on an "all-or-nothing** basio 
by the labor force participation rate (rather than by number of hours), 
it IS reasonable to believe that the substitution effect will predominate. 
See Bowen and Finegan, op.cit . , p. I20n. 
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Lble 3.8 Labor Force Participation Rates, by Age and Highest Year of 
School Completed: Males l4-24 Years of Age Not Enrolled 
in School, by Color 



WHITES 

blacks 

.ge and 
Llghest 


Labor force 


Labor force 

'■ear of 

Total number 

participation 

Total number 

participation 

school 

(thousands) 

rate, survey 

(thousands) 

rate, survey 

ompleted 


week 


week 

-17 

8 or less 

153 

74 

50 

84 

9-11 

187 

91 

66 

86 

12 

209 

98 

24 

88 

Total 

549 

89 

l40 

84 

;-19 

8 or less 

l 4 l 

88 

33 

86 

9-11 

276 

94 

75 

89 

12 or more 

772 

93 

91 

98 

Total 

1,188 

93 

198 

92 

-21 

8 or less 

175 

100 

66 

96 

9-11 

286 

98 

85 

98 

12 

566 

98 

88 

90 

13 or more 

223 

93 

21 

100 

Total 

1,249 

97 

259 

95 

-24 

8 or less 

231 


79 

99 

9-11 

439 

100 

97 

90 

12 

1,111 

99 

150 

97 

13-15 

321 

99 

25 

100 

l6 or more 

315 

98 

15 

100 

Total 

2,4i6 

98 

365 

97 

tal i4-24 

8 or less 

699 

90 

227 

92 

9-11 

1,188 

97 

323 

91 

12 

2,573 

97 

346 

96 

13-15 

607 

98 

46 

100 

l6 or more 

335 

96 

21 

100 

Total 

5,402 

96 

963 

94 


6 l 









continuum, the participation of blacks is higher than that of wlri-'toR , 
and among those iri-th high school diplomas the rate for blacks is only 1 
percentage point below that of the whites. Only among the high school 
dropouts is the participation rate of blacks considerably lower "than that 
of whites. 

The reasons for the difference between the two color groups In tlie 
relationship between education and labor market activity cannot “bo 
specified mthout further analysis. It seems likely, however, bliat. blic 
substantial difference between vfhites and blacks in the participa,'b.ion 
rates of the most poorly educated may be attributed to differences In 
physical and mental capacity. It seems reasonable to hypothesize that 
those whites who have not gone beyond elementary school include a lar( 50 i‘ 
proportion of mentally or physically incapacitated than the corre.spon(UnR 
group of blacks. For the latter, economic and social factors are moi’o 
likely to account for such early termination of education. 


Health and physical condition Among young men not enrolled in 
school, there is a strong relationship between labor force parti cipal.lon 
and health or physical condition (Table 3*9) • White youth with some 
health problems have a participation rate of 90 percent, compared wltli 
97 percent for those with no such problems. This relationship prevails 
in all age categories, but becomes attenuated with increasing age, Aiaoiift 
the 20-24 year age group, the difference in participation rates "betwoeu 
those with health problems and those without is only 4 percentage points . 
In the case of blacks, although the same relationship exists for *bho 
total group, it is not consistent among all age groups. Among •bhiofio 
18-19 years old, those with health limitations show higher participation 
rates than those without. 


Marital status Irrespective of age, marital status is related to 
labor force participation (Table 3*10) • Among white youth I 8 -I 9 year.n 
old, the difference in participation rates between those who are married 
and living with their wives and all others is 10 percentage points. TlUa 
drops to 5 points for those 20-21 and those 22-24. In all three ago 
groups, the participation rate of married men stands at 100 percent. 

Among the blacks, the pattern ic; very much the same as among the ■whites; 
the difference in participation rates between married and unmarried men 
exists in all age categories, but is smallest among the oldest, Tho very 
sharp differences in labor force participation between married and uiimarrlei 
men my help to acco'unt for the rapid decline in unemployment rates botweeri 
e a e eens and early twenties. Since those continuously in fhe labor 
orce are ikely to experience less frictional unemployment than thoae who 
move in and out, the fact that the proportion of married men incx-eaoeo 
^th age thus would account for at least part of the decline in the 
unemployment rate as age increases. 
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ble 3,9 Labor Force Participation Rates, by Age and Effect of Health on 

Activity: Males l4-24 Years of Age, Not EhroUed in School, 

by Color 



WHITES 

BLACKS 1 

!Lge and effect of 
nealth on activity 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

Total n\M)er 
(thousands) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

l 4-17 

Does not limit 
activity 

462 

92 

124 

90 

Limits activity 

84 

70 

l4 

57 

Total or average 

549 

89 

i4o 

84 

L8-I9 

Does not limit 
activity 

922 

94 

174 

92 

Limits activity 

261 

86 

22 

96 

Total or average 

1,188 

93 

198 

92 

20-24 

Does not limit 
activity 

3,084 

99 

551 

99 

Limits activity 

549 

95 

71 

73 

Total or average 

3,665 

98 

624 

96 

total 14-24 

Does not limit 
activity 

4,467 

97 

849 

97 

Limits activity 

894 

90 

107 

73 

Total or average 

5,402 

96 

963 

94 
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TaMe 3,10 


Labor Force Participation Rates, by Age, Marital Status and 
Enployment Status of Wife: Males l8-24 Years of Age Wot 

Enrolled in School, by Color 



WHITES 

BLACKS 

Age, marital 
status and 
employment 
status of wife 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, survey 
week 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Labor force 
participati 
rate, surv 
week 

18-19 

Married, spouse 
present 



38 

97 

292 

100 

Working 

151 

100 

17 

100 

Wot working 

117 

100 

18 

95 

Other 

896 

90 

161 

91 

Total or average 

1,188 

92 

198 

92 

20-21 

Married, spouse 

608 



100 

present 

100 

92 

Working 

333 


4o 

100 

' Not working 

253 


ko 

100 

Other 

641 

95 

167 

92 

Total or average , 

1,249 

97 

259 

95 

22-24 

Married, spouse 

1,652 



99 

present 


210 

Working 

916 

100 

124 

99 

Not working 

685 

100 

65 

98 

Other 

765 

95 

155 

94 

Total or average 

2,4 i 6 

98 

365 

97 

Total 18-24 
J&rried, spouse 



34 o 

99 

present 

2,552 

100 

Working 

l,4oo 

100 

181 

99 

Not working 

1,055 

100 


98 

Other 

2,302 

93 

J 483 

92 

Total or average 

4,853 

96 

1 822 

95 
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Local -uneittployment rate The inverse relationship that has been 
2n to exist between the unemployment level in, the community and the 
jor force participation rate of male students does not prevail in the 
3e of young men who are not in school. The latter, presumably, are 
tely to be working or looking for work regardless of the level of job 
jortunities , while youth whose principal activity is school are more 
tely to be lured into the labor market by abundant opportunities or to 
discouraged from seeking work by high unemployment. Among the entire 
j cohort of whites, variation in labor force participation ranges only 
tm 96 percent to 95 percent as one moves from the labor markets with 
! lowest to those of the highest unemployment . Among blacks, inexpli- 
tly, the relationship is actually the reverse of that postulated by 
I discouraged-worker hypothesis. The participation rates range from 
percent in the areas where i960 unemployment was under 4.2 percent to 
percent in those with i960 unemployment of 6,2 percent or more. 3 


THE INCIDENCE OP UNEMPLOYMENT 


The relatively high unemployment rate of young men is one of the 
ef symptoms of their labor market problems. Nevertheless, male youth 
by no means a homogeneous group from the standpoint of the amount of 
mployment they experience. In this section we examine some of the 
tors that are associated with variations in unemployment rates among 
n. 


3ol Enrollment Status, Age and Color 


With some exceptions, unemployment rates of male youth tend to vary 
bematically according to school enrollment status, color, and age. 
apt for those l4-15 years old, students in all age categories experience 
ach higher rate of unemployment than those not enrolled in school 
3le 3.11). Among both those in and out of school, the rate is higher 
blacks than for whites. Within the total age group of whites the 
uployment rate is 11. 9 percent for students., but only 3.0 percent for 
students. In comparison, black students have a rate of I8.5 percent 
jontrasted with 5.5 percent for nonstudents. 

Unemployment decreases with advancing age, but the relationship is 
smooth^ the rate drops precipitously beyond a certain age that differs 
letween students and nonstudents. For students, regardless of color, 
sharp drop occurs between the teens and the early twenties: from 
it 13.0 percent to 4.0 percent in the case of white students and from 
' percent to 3.2 percent for the black. 


3 As in the case of students, participation of teenage youth not 
lied in school is not systematically related to our "index of demand" 
teenage labor (see footnote 1, page 57). 
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unemployment Rates, by School Enrollment Status and Age: 

in the Labor Force, by Color 
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Among those not enrolled in school, the dividing line hetween very- 
high and moderately low unemployment rates occurs at an earlier age. 
Youth i 4-17 years of age have much higher rates than those in their late 
teens and early twenties. In the case of whites, the unemployment rate 
drops from 10.0 percent for those 14-17 to 4.2 percent for those I8-I9. 
To a considerable extent this doubtless reflects the higher proportion 
of high school dropouts among the younger age category. 

The unemployment rate for black teenagers is greater than that of 
white, regardless of school enrollment status. In contrast, there is 
very little difference in unemployment rates between white and black 
youth in their early twenties. The rate for those 20-24 years of age is 
less than 4.0 percent for students and nonstudents alike, regardless of 
color . 

Occupation and Industry 


Among both students and those not enrolled in school, there are 
systematic occupational differences in unemployment rates that are 
somewhat similar to those which prevail for the total experienced labor 
force in the United States. Operatives and nonfarm laborers have the 
highest rates; professional and technical, and managerial workers^ the 
lowest (Table 3 •12). Students have higher unemployment rates in all 
occupational categories than those not enrolled in school, and the 
differences are substantial except in the case of professional and 
managerial workers. Among white students, there are only two occupational 
categories (professional-managerial and service) where fewer than 10 
percent are unemployed. Among white youth not enrolled in school, all 
unemployment rates are under 2 percent except for operatives (3*9 percent) 
and nonfarm laborers (11.4 percent). In the case of black youth, numbers 
permit reliable comparisons of students and nonstudents only in the operative, 
laborer, service, and farm categories. In each of these, unemployment 
rates for sbudents are at least four times as high as for nonstudents, 
except in the case of laborers, where they are over twice as great. 

Industrial variation in the incidence of unemployment is not as 
great as the variation by occupation (Table 3*13) • Among white youth 
not enrolled in school, the range is from a high of 4.5 percent in 
construction to a low of 2.0 percent in a miscellaneous category that 
includes mining, transportation and communications, and finance, insurance, 
and real estate. In the case of white students, except for construction 
(29.8 percent), the range is from 9'1 percent (services) to l6.4 percent 
(manufacturing) . 

Marital Status 


The probability of unemployment among young men seems to be related 
to their marital status, but the relationship is less consistent for 
those not enrolled in school than for students (Table 3 *14). In the 
case of students, married youth have lower unemployment rates than their 


67 



Ta^le 3,12 


Unemployment Rates, ty School Enrolloaent Status and Ma;jor 
Occupation Group: Males 14-24 Years of Age in the Labor 

Force, by Color 



WHI 

TES 

BLACKS 

Major occupation 
group 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

unemployed 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

unemployec 



Enrolled in school 


Professional, 





technical, nonfarm 
managers, and 

548 

2,4 

26 


proprietors 

0.0 

Clerical 

519 

10.8 

38 

18.4 

Sales 

500 

12.6 

32 

15.6 

Craftsmen and foremen 

244 

13.9 

18 

22.2 

Operatives 

627 

21.0 

56 

26.8 

Ronfarm. laborers 

833 

17.2 

117 

24.8 

Service 

755 

6.9 

138 

18.8 

Farmers, farm managers, 




9.8 

and farm laborers 

440 

10.0 

82 

Total or average 

4,512 

11.9 

513 

18.5 

■ 


Not enrolled in school 


Professional, 

technical, nonfarm 
managers, and 





proprietors 

665 

1.4 

34 

2.9 

Clerical 

465 

1.3 

62 

3.2 

Sales 

222 

1.8 

1 

0.0 

Craftsmen and foremen 

1,088 

0.8 

106 

2.8 

Operatives 

1,658 

3.9 

307 

6.2 

Nonfarm laborers 

526 

11.4 

181 

11.0 

Service 

261 

1.1 

117 

4.3 

Farmers, farm managers, 





and farm laborers 

254 

0.0 

81 

o.c 

Total or average 

5,179 

3.0 

902 

5.5 
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Unemployment Rates, by School Enrollment Status and Major Industry 
Division; Males lU-24 Years of Age in the Labor Force, by Color 



WHITES 

BLACKS 

industry 

i-oia 

Total number 

Percent 

Total number 

Percent 

(thousands ) 

unemployed 

(thousands) 

unemployed 



Enrolled 

in school 


s forestry 
S3c*ies 

485 

11.5 

91 

16.5 

-on 

198 

29.8 

20 

40.0 

'i-ng 

670 

16.4 

55 

29.1 


1,570 

9.9 

138 

13.0 

including 

ixn-inistration 

1,372 

9.1 

178 

20.0 


203 

16.2 

30 

3.3 

a-'vez’age 

4,512 

11.9 

513 

18.5 


Not enrolled in school 

, forestry 
33C*ies 

295 

2.7 

106 

1.0 

3. on 

533 

4.5 

96 

9.4 

ring 

2,060 

986 

2.4 

315 

3.8 


4.0 

177 

6.2 

including 

(iministration 

848 

2.9 

151 

7. 3 


455 

2.0 

55 

10.9 

efverage 

5,179 

3.0 

902 

5.5 


includes mining; transportation and communications; and finance, 
, and real estate industries. 
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Table 3 >14 Unemployment Bates, by Age, School Enrollment Status, 
and Marital Status: Males 18-24 Years of Age in the 
Labor Force, by Color 


Age and 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

marital status 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Percent 

unemployed 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Percent 

unemployed 



Enrolled in school 


18-19 





Married, spouse present 

52 

11.5 

1 

0,0 

Other 

869 

13.7 

51 

21,6 

Total or average 

919 

13.4 

52 

21.2 

20-21 





Married, spouse present 

69 

0.0 

4 

0.0 

Other 

330 

4.8 

28 

3^6 

Total or average 

400 

4.0 

31 

3.3 

22-24 





Married, spouse present 

225 

1.3 

17 

0.0 

other 

211 

6.2 

19 

5.3 

Total or average 

436 

3 . 7 ' 

36 

2.8 

Total 18-24 





Married, spouse present 

346 

2.6 

22 

4.5 

Other 

1,410 

10.4 

98 

13.3 

Total or average 

1,755 

1 

8.8 

119 

11.0 



Wot enrollet 

in school 


18-19 





Married, spouse present 

292 

1.7 

36 

2.8 

Other 

807 

5.1 

146 

8.2 

Total or average 

1,099 

4.2 

184 

7.6 

20-21 




Married, spouse present 

607 

3.6 

92 

0.0 

Other 

609 

2.5 

154 

3.9 

Total or average 

1,216 

3.0 

246 

2.4 

22-24 




Married, spouse present 

1,650 

0.9 

207 

2.9 

Other 

725 

1.1 

146 

3.4 

Total or average 

2,374 

1.0 

353 

3.1 

Total 18-24 



Married, spouse present 

2,549 

1.6 

335 

2.1 

Other 

2 ,i 4 i 

3.0 

446 

5.2 

Total or average 

4,689 

2.3 

783 

3.9 


70 

















•ried peers; in general, the relationship prevails regardless of age 
(lor. Among white students l8-24 years of age, for example, the 
iloyraent rate is 2,6 percent for those who are married compared with 
percent for all others. Part of this difference, of course, reflects 
nfluence of age, hut a substantial portion remains when age is 
•oiled. Among white students 22-24 years of age, the unemployment 
is 1.3 percent for those who are married and 6.2 percent for those 
,re not. 

Among youth not enrolled in school, the relationship between marital 
'S and unemployment depends upon age. In the 20-24- year age group, 
is almost no difference between married and unmarried white youth 
ery little difference in the case of the black. However, among 
,gers, regardless of color, married men have lower unemployment rates 
those who are not married. The percentage point difference is 3.4 
hite youth 18-I9 years old and 5-4 for black youth of this age. 

h and Physical Condition 


Whether a young man reports a health problem or physical condition 
limits his school or work activity in any way might be expected to 
lated to his unemployment experience, for several reasons. For one 
, the range of employment opportunities open to him would probably 
mewhat smaller than for a youth without such limitations. Moreover, 
ght be somewhat less vigorous in his search for work and somewhat 
attractive to potential employers. This expected relationship 
ils in the case of black youth both in and out of school, but not 
e case of white (Table 3.15 )• Black students with health problems 
an unemployment rate of 27*5 percent, compared with a rate of 17.4 
nt for those with no health limitation. Among white students, on 
ther hand, the difference is only 2 percentage points, and in the 
Ite direction. 

3.15 Unemployment Rates, by School Enrollment Status and Effect 
of Health on Activity; Males 14-24 Years of Age in the 
Labor Force, by Color 


b of 
hi on 
ity 

wh; 

ITES 

BIAC 

KS 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Percent 

unenployed 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Percent 

unemployed 



Enrolled 

in school 


not limit 





irlty 

3,801 

12.3 

46l 

17.4 

3 activity 

683 

10.2 

51 

27.5 

or average 

4^512 

. 11. 9... . 

^13 

18.5 


Not enrol; 

Led in school 

not limit 





irity 

4,348 

3.1 

821 

5.1 

3 activity 

802 

2.4 

78 

10.3 

or average 

L1Z2 

a^o 

902 

g - 
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In the ca.-.e of youth not enrolled in school, there is again a dif- 
fer.* nee in the expected direction among black youth. Those with healtJ 
prol are twice as likely to be unew^loyed as those without such pr< 
Icnv; (10.3 percent versus 5.1 percent). In contrast, for the to*ba] ag< 
t'roup of whites there is no difference in unemployment rate between tht 
who report health problems { 2 .k percent) and those who do not (3,1 perc 
It is very interesting, hovfever, that a rather strong relationship cxis 
atftong whites lh-17 years of age. In this age group, youth with health 
problems have an unenployment rate of 20.3 percent compared to 8.7 perc 
for those vathout health problems. Although presently available tabula 
tions do not permit a confident interpretation of this finding, a possl 
explanation is that white youth under age 18 who are not enrolled in sc 
include a disproportionately high number of individuals with serious me 
or physical limitations. ~ 

Previous Unemployment 


The fact that the incidence of unemployment varies so substantia] 1' 
among persons with different demographic and economic characteristics 
suggests that unemployment may be a repetitive experience for many who 
suffer It The data in Table 3.16 provide strong evidence that this Is 

nrouof students and nonstudents, and among both coi 

of likelihood of current unemployment increases with the amount 

cL KtSed importance 

higher fofthol h i unemployment rate is very much 

thtS fof ^ unemployment during the past 12 month 
ployment^^?rf»! T frequently the same spell of une 

those rS'so!ns“r rate la hiahor to 

for those wltTo n lv nnV LiVi ^ei^loyment an the past 12 months than 

phenomenon; those^ currently "repeater" 

unemployment in the m<?+ une^loyed who bad at least two spells of 

tinerf^Srthe current onf T T!' «“ 

except the black youth enrolled\rsSool^^^h group.s 

mke a confident conclusion iSossiS ’ 

Educational Attai nment and Training 

longer in school dSr^ses 2\duStSnal°^tr-”^^°^®"''^ 

a very interesting interLtiorw ^^^uinment increases, but there 

pleted and age (Table 3,17), dumber of years of school com"- 

rates of unejrployment in the period experience very high 

t ^re from school, but the ITslfiliZ following their depar- 

unemployment rate, is „ot a permanent oL reflected in the 

between the ages of l4 and I7 wZ hlleTr^ for example, white youth 
have an unemployment rate of 16 8 TrLlf without a diploma 

20-24 year age categories, year and ihS 

P oyment rates of around 2 percent^ Wi school dropouts have unem- 

teenagers are doubtless due, af^Lt^! Tl 

’ least in part, to their ineligibility 
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3r chi].d laljor lawfi /'or many typor. of Ginpioymonl, and perhaps also l;o 
Lr greater iLab,il.iLy to the draft . Among blacks the pattern is similar 
3pt that the relative dlsablljl.y ;ira7)0!;('d by less than a comp Lelnnl high 
3oi education is longit'r lasting. 

Among young men who lei't school, with ('ight oi’ I’ewer ye/trs of (ahica- 
1, whites hav(' hjg;lu>r uti<'mp.loym('nt rates than blnciks (6.7 7)erc(')il, v('r- 
2.9 percent). It will he recalled that white oub-ol'-fichool. youth In 
3 educational attalnnu'nt eatf'Cioxy also w('r<' loss, likely i.han tlie bj/ick 
)e In the Labor Corot'. Our liypotht'sJ s , I't'levant to hol.h thest; ri'lation 
)s, is that white youth wi tli ('Ight or l'('wer years oC ('duoatlon art' mort) 
iLy than the black in this ('at<'/’,ox‘y to hav(' iU'rlous. mentrU or pliysioul 
ibllltles. Another Cacto}' thal, may bi' res[)onsll)l (' Cur 7>ari'. oC the di C- 
;nc(3 Is th(' 'lnj’/’,er '|>roport1on oJ' b.I.uck youtli tlian of wlill.t' youth who 
.do In rural farm nr('as, v/heri' (jpporl.unl tl es i*or eiiutloynient oC thost' 

1 very limll.ed ('ducatlon;: are gf(>at('r tlian in urban areas, 

.G 3.J6 Unt'inployiiu'tit Kutt's, liy (lehoui. Kni'ol J.itK'iit .".tutus and Numlu'r 
oC gju'lls of htU'mjilo.VTtU'nt :in Past l<’ Muntlis. ; Males 
Yt'ars of Ar,<‘> In th<' Iiahoi' Foi'et' with Work llxpe rl ('inrt' .in 
Past IP MoJitlifi, liy (!olor 



WII.rTK!: 

hhAOKP. 

lls of 

Total, nuinlier 

IV'reent 

'I'otal numher 

Perceul. 

mpJoyinent 

( thousands) 

unempli tyod 

(thoiuiuniis ) 

uiiemp loyed 



I'liD'ol 1 ed in iK'luio'l 


0 

1,383' 

1 h 

3 'i')| 

l,3.V'"’ 



PS.!' 

70 

ib.y 

or mort' 

307 

3 h.'; 


P 3 .P 

uL or avt'i’ag.e 


10.8 

'itKi 

1,7.0 



N<d, enrol led ,ia tichttol 


0 

3 ,hl|M 

0.7 

flop 

1 .V 


‘iPh 

10 , 

117 

i:’,n 

or mor(' 

P'h) 

I'O. 1. 

il 1 

PP.b 

al or av('rag(' 


P .8 

807 

•i.h 


There is limited evidener* that nuemp!l oyment i Kpec 1 t'liee of young 
not enrolled In schooi is j'ctated noi, only to l.lie amount of eduefi- 
bhey have hati, but to (.lie curr.lfujl.um tliey pursued .in high sehord. 
lo 3.18), The analysis Is (UHifined to Uk' group years ol‘ 
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Table 3.17 


Unemployment Rates, by Age and Highest Year of Schoo.l Corapl^' 
Males lk-2U Years of Age in the Labor Force and Nob 
Enrolled in School, by Color 


Age and highest 
year of school 
completed 

WHITES 

BLACKS _ 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

unemployed 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

BBB 

i 4-17 





Less than 12 

285 

16 *8 

99 

15.2 

12 

204 

0.0 

21 

19.0 

Total or average 

490 

10.0 

118 

16. 1 

18-19 





Less than 12 

383 

1.0 

95 

12.6 

12 or more 

716 

6.0 

89 

2.2 

Total or average 

1,099 

4.2 

184 

Y.6 

20-24 





Less than 12 

1,108 

3.2 

312 

3.8 

12 

1,653 

0.7 

223 

2.2 

13-15 

509 

2.6 

40 

0.0 

16 or more 

323 

0.0 

21 

0.0 

Total or average 

3,590 

1.7 

599 

2.8 

Total 14-24 





Less than 12 

1,774 

4.9 

505 

7.7 

12 

2,488 

1.8 

330 

3.3 

13-15 

593 

3.7 

46 

0.0 

16 or more 

323 

0.0 

21 

0-0 

Total or average 

5,179 

3.0 

902 

5.5 



age who have had some high school in order to control to some extent 
r educational attainment. In other words, most of the group tabulated 
e high school graduates who have not gone on to college, although high 
hool dropouts also are included, as are some who may have had a year or 
0 of college. 


Die 3.18 Unemployment Rates, by High School Curriculum: Males 16-I9 
Years of Age, in the Labor Force and Wot Enrolled in 
School, ( 1 ) -by Color 


ligh school 
urriculum 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Percent 

unemployed 

Total nvunber 
(thousands) 

Percent 

unemployed 

/ocatlonal 

195 

4.1 

36 

13.9 

Commercial 

58 

0.0 

9 

0.0 

College 

preparatory 

253 

1.6 

22 

4.5 

}eneral 

781 

6,9 

151 

13.9 

?otal or average 

1,327 

4.9 

228 

11.8 


.) Includes only those respondents who have con 5 )leted at least one 
year of high school. 


Both white and black youth who had been enrolled in college prepara- 
■y courses are less likely to be unemployed than those from most other 
■ricula. Absolute nvmibers are large enough for comparison in the case 
whites who had been in college preparatory, general, and vocational 
•ricula. Those in the college preparatory currictilrun have an unemployment 
e of only 1.6 percent, compared with about 4 percent for those in the 
ational curriculum and aroimd 7 percent for those in the general 
riculTom. The pattern for blacks is similar. 

These differences are almost certainly in part a reflection of 
ferences in educational attainment, since dropout rates are considerably 
er among high school students in the college preparatory curriculum than 
the other curricula, nevertheless, careful comparison of the relationship 
ween educational attainment and unemployment and the relationship shown 
e between high school curriculum and unemployment points to the conclusion, 
t the latter is at least in part independent of educational attainment, 
seems likely that this relationship reflects a selective process in which 
litatxvely superior students are more likely to enter the college 
paratory high school curriculum, even when they do not go on to college. 
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Whether a young man has vocational training in addition to hie 
regular schooling also may make some difference in his unemployment 
experience, although the evidence at this point is not completely consistch^ 
(Table 3.19). Teenage whites who have had some training have an unemploy- 
ment rate almost two points lower than those who have had none. Among 
whites in their twenties, there is virtually no difference between bliuso 
who have had one program and those who have had none. 

Black youth with some training are only a third as likely to bo 
unemployed as those with none. The respective unemployment rates arc 
12.3 and 4.0 for those in their teens and 3.6 and 1.2 for those in bhoir 
twenties. These data are consistent with the hypothesis that the voca- 
tional training youth receive outside of regular school tends to roduco 
the risk of unemployment --more so for teenagers than for those in bhoir 
twenties , and more so for blacks than for whites . 

Methods of Job Search 


The methods whereby unemployed male youth seek jobs are not suboban- 
tlally different from those used by the total male labor force. Tlici 
emphasis is primarily on informal means rather than formal instibublonii 
such as employment agencies (Table 3.20). Youth not enrolled in school 
are less likely than students to rely on a single method of seeking work. 
Larger proportions of nonstudents use a combination of methods and 
proportions rely exclusively on contacting employers. Those not enrolled 
in school also are more likely than students to use the public employmonb 
service. 

In the case of students, there are no substantial differences Ixslwoon 
the job-seejting methods of whites and blacks. For both groups the iirlnclpal 
method is checking "directly with employers" (about 45 percent). Comparnblc 
proportions of both groups — 14 percent of whites and 12 percent of blnokd-- 
rely on contacting friends or relatives. More formal methods of job rtciirch, 
e.g., the public employment service or the school employment service, arc 
used by about a tenth of each group. About 21 percent of whites and ^'4 
percent of blacks use some combination of these or other methods. In the 
case of those not enrolled in school, there are some perceptible difffij'tuicei 
In methods of job search by blacks and whites. The former are much more 
likely to use a combination of methods and to turn to the public employment 
service, but are considerably less likely than the whites to rely excluoivel 
on contacting employers. 

Restrictions on Availability for Work 

Une]i5)loyed young men not enrolled in school were asked whether they 
in^osed any locational restrictions on the jobs they were seeking. About 
two -fifths of the total age group of both whites and blacks impose such 
restrictions. But there is a substantial difference between teenage youth 
and those in their early twenties in this respect. Half of the younger 
group, but only about a third of the older youth, specify restrictions on 
where they would be willing to take jobs. 
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Table 3.20 


Methods of Looking for Work in Last Four Weeks, by School 
Enrollment Status: Unemployed Males l4-24 Years of Ago, 

by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Method of looking for work 

WHITES 

BLAOKf. 


Enrolled in school 

School employment service 

7 

l<t 

Public employment agency 

3 

1 f 

Private employment agency 

1 

P 

Directly with employer 

46 

hh 

Places or answers ads, 

8 


Friends or relatives 

l4 

:i:' 

Other or combinations 

21 


Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

538 

in 


Wot enrolled in school 

School employment service 

6 

0 

Public employment agency 

10 

.k; 

Private employment agency 

3 

0 

Directly with employer i 

40 

p?. 

Places or answers ads 

6 

0 

Friends or relatives 

3 

h 

Other or combinations 

31 

5H 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

155 

50 
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I'Jhile blacks are no more inclined to impose restrictions on their 
i-ilability than whites, the types of restrictions they impose are 
newhat more limiting. They are more likely, for instance, to be seeking 
>s in the Immediate vicinity of their residence or convenient to a 
jlic transportation system. These differences between age groups and 
Lor groups may very well contribute to the observed differences between 
2 an in the incidence of unemployment. 


SUMl^iARY 


The l4-24 age group of males is extremely heterogeneous from the 
indpoint of their labor market activity. Within this particular 11-year 
i span the effect of age on labor force participation is probably more 
)nounced than in any other 11-year' cohort . Among those in their late 
}ns and early twenties, school status is also a powerful source of 
'iation in labor market activity. In addition, the analysis in this 
ipter has uncovered a number of factors that are systematically related 
the labor force participation of young men within age and school status 
.egories: high school curriculum and educational aspirations, marital 
irtus, health condition, and local labor market conditions. Of all of 
! explanatory variables that have been investigated, the most powerful, 
would be expected, is whether the young man is enrolled in school. On 
i average, those who are not are almost twice as likely to be in the 
)or force in the early autumn as those who are. 

Among both students and nonstudents, married men are much more likely 
be working or seeking work than those who are unmarried. Older members 
the age cohort are more likely to be in the labor force than younger 
ibers, although for students this relationship is distorted by the effect 
educational level. Age for age, college students are less likely to 
in the labor force than high school students. Those who are headed 
' college are also less likely to be economically active than bheir 
srs who plan to leave school with a high school diploma. Nonstudents 
h health problems are less likely to be in the labor market than those 
I have no such limitations. Students are considerably more likely to 
in the labor force in areas where the labor market is relatively tight 
in in areas of high unemployment, but yoimg men not enrolled in school 
not display the same sensitivity to labor market conditions. Most of 
ise relationships hold for black youth as well as for white. The former 
’e somewhat lower participation rates than whites if they are not in 
tool and have dropped out of high school or if they are students below 
' college level. All other educational categories of blacks, however, 

■e participation rates about as high as, or higher than, those of whites. 

The Incidence of unemployment among young men l4-24 years of age also 
subject to considerable variation. Students are much more likely to 
‘fer vinemployment than those not enrolled in school. Unemployment drops 
icipitously for students in their twenties and for nonstudents in their 
•e teens. Blacks generally have higher imemployment rates than whites, 
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that those witn ocuupa uj.vjiia.ju 

lower- than-average unemployment rates. Again, this relationship is clearer 
in the case of the blacks than of the whites. In part, because of their 
more regular labor force participation, married youth are more successful 
than the unmarried in avoiding uneinployment . This is true of all age 
groups of students, but only of the teenage out-of-school youth. 

For black youth, health problems increase the probability of unemploy- 
ment. The fact that the same relationship does not prevail for whites 
may mean that the two color groups are defining "health problems" dif- 
ferently. This is consistent with our finding that a larger proportion 
of white than of black youth report health problems. 

Many of the relationships that have been found help to explain the 
much lower unemployment rate of male youth in their twenties than of 
those in their teens. As compared with teenagers, men in their twenties 
are more likely to be (l) nonstudents, (2) better educated, ( 3 ) married, 
and (4) white. Each of these characteristics seems to he associated 
with low unemployment, independent of age. Thus, the observed differ once g 
in unemployment between teenagers and youth in their early twenties are 
produced by these Intercorrelations, as well as by what might be thought 
of as the "direct" effects of age; e.g., older youth are less likely bo 
be newly entering the labor market, are more likely to have experience 
in finding jobs, and are more likely to have greater seniority in cui’ront 
jobs. 
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CHAPTER FOUR* 


EMPLOYMENT PATTERNS 


Having explored the factors that appear to differentiate between those 
young men who are employed and those who are not, we turn now to the former 
group and examine the types of jobs they hold, the number of hours they work 
per week, and rate of compensation. We are interested in ascertaining how 
employed students differ in these respects from those who are not enrolled 
in school and in e3{ploring some of the sources of variation within the 
student and nonstudent groups. In addition, for those not currently enrolled 
in school, we analyze mobility patterns during the year preceding the survey 
and during the period since they left school. 


I TYPES OF JOBS HELD 


Age for age, there are rather profound differences between students 
and nonstudents in the occupations and industries in which they work and in 
their distribution as between self-employment and wage and salary status. 
Within each school enrollment status group, there is also substantial 
variation by color, age, and educational status. 

Occupational Distribution 


Irrespective of color, and largely Irrespective of age, students are 
much more likely than those not enrolled in school to be employed in service, 
farm, labor, and sales occupations and somewhat more likely to be in clerical 
and professional and technical jobs (Table 4.1). On the other hand, they are 
less frequently employed as operatives, craftsmen, and managers. 

Students White students are much more widely distributed among occupa- 
tional categories than black, although this is in some measure a reflection 
of the different age compositions of the two groups (Table 4.1). There are 
only two of the nine major occupation categories--nonfarm managers and 
craftsmen- -which account for less than a tenth of the total age group of 
white students. In contrast, there are five categories employing this small 
a proportion of the blacks. 


* This chapter was written by Ruth S. Spitz and Herbert S. Fames. 
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Because of the close relationship between age and educational 
bainment in the case of students, there is a pronounced association 
tween age and occupation. In the case of white students, for instance, 

2 proportion of professional and technical workers is in the nei^borhood 
5 percent for teenagers, but about 40 percent for those in their twenties, 
srical employment also tends to be more prevalent among older than younger 
adents. On the other hand, nonfarm laborers,^ service workers, and farm 
fkers account for rather sharply declining proportions of ertployed white 
j-dents as age increases. Most of these tendencies are manifest also 
eng black students, although the numbers are too small for confident 
leralization. A notable exception is that the proportion of black 
j-dents in service occupations tends to increase, rather than to decrease, 
bh increasing age. 

Most of the relationships that have been described between the 
Dupation and age of students also are discernible when occupation is 
Dss-classified with year of school (Table 4,2). Further, the occupations 
which students in their late teens are employed vary according to their 
jh school curriciila (Table 4.3).^ For example, both white and black 
adents 16-19 years of age in the college preparatory curriculum are about 
ree times as likely as those in the general curriculum to be in 
Lte-collar jobs. 

Nonstudents There are pronounced differences in occupational 
fucture between white and black youth not enrolled in school (Table 4.1). 
Lte youth are far more likely than black to be in professional and 
ihnical, managerial, sales, and craft occupations, and much less likely 
in black to be laborers, farm workers, or service workers. The proportions 
clerical and operative occupations are rather similar between the two 
Dups. Over a fourth of the whites, but only a ninth of the blacks, are in 
Lte-collar jobs. 

The differences in occupation between •vdiite and black youth are not 
Lmarily a function of differences in number of school years completed 
ible 4.2). There are sufficiently large numbers of blacks for reliable 
nparisons in only two categories: those with under 12 years and those 
:h exactly 12 years of school. Focusing on the latter, we find substan- 
illy the same pattern that has been described for the total groups of 
Ltes and blacks. A fourth of the white hi^ school graduates, but only a 
ith of their black counterparts, are in white-collar jobs. Relatively, 
tiost twice as many whites as blacks are craftsmen, but the proportion of 
sratives and laborers is half again as high among blacks as among whites. 


1 Not all these youth are currently enrolled in high school. Of the 
proximately 40 percent who are in college, the overwhelming majority will 
/e taken the college preparatory course in hi^ school. The table, 
srefore, reflects to some extent the difference between high school and 
liege students I8-I9 years old. 
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Major Occupation Group, by Highest Year of School Completed. and School Enrollment 
Status; Employed Kales 14-24 Years of Age, by Color 
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Table ^-3 Ma^or Occ\ipation GroTip,by Higb School CurriciiLum: Employed Male Students 16-I9 

Years of Age, by Color 
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Within each color group, occupational structure is related to 
educational attainment in the way one would e5^ect» Additional education, 
however, seems to have different effects for blacks than for whites. The 
"improvement" in occupational structure attributable to having a high 
scliool diploma is greater in the case of whites. On the other hand, if the 
estimates of occupational distribution for the small numbers of 
college-trained blacks can be relied upon, and if we use the proportion 
in white-collar work as the criterion, it would appear that black youth 
benefit relatively more than white youth from a college degree. 

Industrial Distribution 


There is a dramatic difference in industrial affiliation between 
students and those not enrolled in school (Table 4.4). Construction and 
manufacturing account for about half the out-of- school youth, but for leas 
than a fifth of the students. On the other hand, the trade and service 
industries employ almost two-thirds of the students in contrast to leas 
than a third of those not in school. 


Student s Seven out of ten employed students are concentrated in the 
service-producing industries for both blacks and whites (Table 4.4). Two 
of the major industry divisions in this category- -trade and service a- ~omi>loy 
two-thirds of all the white students and three-fifths of the black. There 
are, nevertheless, differences in the industrial deployment of white and 
black students, which partially reflect differences in the age composition 
of the two groups. Blacks are less likely than whites to be employed In 
manufacturing and trade, and more likely to be employed in agriculture. 


Age differences in industrial distribution are pronounced among 
students, with the patterns rather similar for both whites and blacks. 
AgricilLture is a major employer of the very young, but accounts for a vin'y 
small proportion of students in their twenties. Trade likewise decline ei 
^ importance as age increases, but not nearly so sharply as agriculture, 
en among students in their twenties, trade accounts for over a fif bh <ir 
total employment. In contrast, manufacturing accounts for an increasing 
proportion of employed students as age increases, but is by no means 
negligible even for those under 18 years old. 


enroln S proportion of blacks than whitea 

sSstInHai (12 percent versus 6 percent), there are no 

^bstantial differences in industrial affiliation between the two color 

Swe?L This is n^Bo, 

differences between Where tho 

three times as ^ blacks appear to be greatest, blacks are nei 

about at employed in agriculture, but only 

about half as likely to be employed in manufacturing. 

both color ^outs^ industrial affiliation In 

Among both whites^and Matk ^ pronounced in the case of blacks. 

s, agriculture accounts for a smaller proper tioi 
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Table Major Industry Division, by Age and School Enrollment Status. 

Employed Hales 14-24 Years of Age t by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 



WHITES 1 

BLACKS 1 

)r 
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14-17 

18-19 

20-24 

Total 

14-24 


Enrolled in School | 

Enrolled in school 


Is producing 

50 1 

27 

27 

28 

“HI 

20 


3^ 

;r ioul ture $ fore a try, 









and fisheries 


5 

1 

11 


10 


18 

ning 


0 

1 

0 


0 


0 

>n St ruction 



7 

^■1 


0 

0 i 

3 

inufaoturing 

11 


19 



10 


9 

flee producing 

70 


73 

1 ^ 9 ! 

67 

80 


70 

‘ansportation and 

___ 








public utilities 


1 

4 

2 

3 

4 

3 

3 

lolesale and 









retail trade 


36 

21 

36 

31 

25 

22 

29 

nance , insurance) 









and real estate 


3 

5 

2 

0 

7 

17 

4 

rvlces 

27 

31 

41 

30 

31 

31 

34 

32 

ibllc administration 

0 

2 

2 

1 

1 

12 

0 

2 

Total percent 

100 

100 


100 


100 

100 


Total number 









( thousands ) 

2,375 

796 


3,97*> 


4X 

65 



Mot enrolled In school | 

1 Not enrolled in school | 

s producing 

56 

59 

56 

57 

50 


1 ^ 

58 

,r io ul ture , f ore s tr y , 



— — — 






and fisheries 

9 

7 

5 

6 

24 



12 

nlng 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 



0 

ns true t ion 

12 

10 


10 

9 



10 

nufacturlng 

36 

42 


40 

17 


40 

36 

loe producing 

43 

41 


43 

50 


43 

42 

ansportation and 









public utilities 

3 

4 

7 

6 

4 

5 


5 

olesale and 









retail trade 

23 

27 

16 

19 

19 

13 


20 

nance , insurance , 









and real estate 

2 

1 

2 

2 

2 



1 

rvioea 

13 

7 

l4 

13 

16 



11 

blio administration 

2 

2 

5 

4 

8 



6 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 



100 

Total number 









( thousands } 

441 

1,053 

5.530 

5,024 

99 


582 

852 


87 














































of eraplojfinent as age increases. Among blacks only, the reverse relation- 
ship exists for manufacturing. For whites, trade accounts for a larger 
proportion of employment of young men in their teens than of those in 
their twenties. 

Class of Worker 


Students Slightly more than four-fifths of employed white students 
are private wage and salary workers , about a tenth are government employees, 
about one in twenty is self- eng) loyed, and almost the same proportion are 
unpaid family workers (Table 4.5). Black students have a similar 
distribution except for a smaller proportion of self-employed (2 percent) 
and a correspondingly larger proportion of private wage and salary workers 
(84 percent). 

As would be expected, there is a rather strong relationship between 
class of worker and occupation. For example, in the case of white 
students, the self-employed are prominent among managers, professional 
and technical workers, sales workers, and craftsmen; unpaid family workers 
are most prevalent among farm workers, accounting for a third of the 
total; and government workers account for large proportions of professional 
and technical workers (25 percent), clerical workers (15 percent), and 
service workers (l8 percent). 

Nonstudents Although self-employment is very limited among 
out-of -school youth irrespective of their color, whites are nevertheless 
considerably more likely than blacks to be self- employed- -4 percent 
versus 0,5 percent (Table 4.6). Over three-tenths of white farm workers 
are self-employed. Government accounts for an above average number of 
employment opportunities among male youth in three occupational categories : 
professional and technical, clerical, and service. Among white profes- 
sional and technical workers and service workers, about a third are 
government workers; among clericals, l6 percent. For the blacks, the 
respective proportions are even higher in the professional and technical 
and clerical categories and only slightly lower in service. 


II HOUES OP WORK AKB RATE OP PAY 


Hours Worked in Suivey Week 

The most iitg)ortant single influence on the number of weekly hours 
worked by male youth is, of course, whether or not they are enrolled in 
school. Irrespective of color, more than four-fifths of the students 
work part time, i.e,, under 35 hours a week, as contrasted with under 
one-fifth of the out-of-school youth (Table 4.7). White students are 
seven times as likely as those out-of-school to work part time; black 
students, over four times. These patterns tend to prevail irrespective 
of occupational category (Tables 4.8 and 4.9). 



Table ^-5 Class of Worker in C-urrent Job^ by Major Occupation Group: Esoployed Males lk-2k Years 

of Age Enrolled in School, by Color 




















































Ta'ble 4.6 Class of Worker in Current Job, by Major Occupation Group: Employed Males li;“2lf Years 

of Age, Wot Enrolled in School, by Color 



Table ^*7 Hours Worked during Survey Week, "by Age and School Enrollment Status: En^loyed 
Males ±k-2h Years of Age Who Worked During Survey Week, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 
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Table 1^.9 Hours Worked during Survey Week, by Major Occupation Group: Employed Males 14-24 Years of Age 

Not Enrolled xn School Who Worked during Survey Week, by Color 












S tudents Among white students, there is a clear and consistent 
relationship between age and hours worked per week (Table 4.7) • Whether 
one defines short hours as less than five per week, less than 15, or less 
than 355 the proportion working short hours declines consistently as age 
increases. For example, almost three-fifths of the l4-15 year age group 
work under 15 hours per vreek, in contrast to less than an eighth of those 
22-24 years old. On the other hand, only 3 percent of the youngest age 
category, but almost two-thirds of the oldest, work full time (35 or more 
hours per week). In only the two youngest categories of black students 
are there large enough numbers of students for reasonably reliable 
estimates. It is noteworthy that among both the l4-15 year group and bhe 
16-17 year group the distribution of blacks by hours worked per week is 
very similar to that of the whites. 

It is clear from Table 4.8 that the number of hours per week a 
student works is not independent of his occupation. In five major 
occupation groups— professional and technical, managerial, clerical, 
craftsmen, and operatives — at least a fifth of the employed white students 
work full time. In the other four — sales, laborers, service^ and farm 
workers--only about 5 to 10 percent work full time. At the other extreme, 
very short hours, i.e., under five per week, are more common among nonfai'm 
laborers, sales workers, service workers, and craftsmen than in any of the 
other occupational categories, 

Wonstudents A full three-fifths of all out-of- school white youth 
are working more than the "standard" 40-hour week, while only one-eighth 
work part time, i.e., under 35 hours per week (Table 4.9). Black youth 
not enrolled in school work fewer hours than whites. Only half work more 
than 40 hours per week, and larger proportions of them than whites work 
part time. These relationships prevail in all age groups. 

Within each color group, number of hours worked per week is related 
positively to age. For example, among whites, the proportion of part-time 
workers declines from, about one-fourth in the case of youth 14-1? years 
old to under a tenth for those 22-24 years old. In the case of black 
youth, there is an eq.ually marked difference. In both color groups, bho 
sharpest declines (ignoring the very small group l4-15 years old) occvir 
between the teens and the early twenties. 

The hours worked by white youth not enrolled in school vary rather 
substantially by occupation (Table 4.9)* Nonfarm managers and proprietors 
and farm workers are much more likely than other occupational categories 
to work longer than, 40 hours a week. Sales workers are somewhat more 
likely to do so. Clerical workers and nonfarm laborers, on the other hand, 
have smaller-than-average proportions working longer than 4o hours. The 
differences in hours between whites and blacks are largely independent of 
differences in their occupational distribution. In all occupational 
categories in which there are enough blacks for reliable comparisons, 
smaller proportions of them than of whites work in excess of 4o hours. 

In most cases, the black youth also have a larger proportion working under 
35 hours. 



fly Rate of Pay; Youth 20-24 Years of Age^ 

The average rate of pay per hoar of young men between 20 and 2k years 
age not enrolled in school is $2.59 for whites and $1.8if for blacks 
ole 4.10). 

Occupation Perhaps the most striking aspect of the data is the very 
ited variation in hourly rate of pay among major occupation groups- -far 
s than those that existed in mid-1966 among men "between the ages of 
and 59*3 Among the white youth in nonfarm occupations, the lowest 
rly rate of pay is for service workers ($2.07) and the highest is for 
fessional and technical workers ($2. 67)> a relative differential of 39 
cent. In contrast, in mid-1966 the differential among white men 45-59 
rs of age between nonfarm laborers ($2.50) and professional and technical 
kers ($4.91) was 96 percent. In the case of the youth, the hourly rate 
pay for all nonfarra categories, except professional and technical and 
vice, lies within the narrow range from $2.54 (sales) to $2.65 
aftsmen) — a differential of less than 5 percent. The rate structure 
the older men stands in sharp contrast; illustrative differentials are 
percent between operatives and craftsmen and 31 percent between sales- 
and managers. 

It follows from the foregoing that the age differential in rate of 
between the youth and the older men varies substantially from one 
upational category to another. The overall percentage differential in 
rly rate of pay between the two age groups of white men is 36 percent 
.59 for the youth and $3.51 for the older men). This differential is 
high as 71 percent in the case of professional and technical workers 
83 percent in the case of managers, but only 5 percent or less in the 
le of operatives and nonfarm laborers. In the latter occupational 
.egory, the youth actually have a slightly higher average rate of pay 
1.56 versus $2.50 for the older males). It seems clear that age makes 
IS difference with respect to rate of earnings in those major occupation 
>ups which are relatively homogeneous with respect to level of skill and 


2 Hourly rate of pay was computed in the following manners employed 
spondents were asked "How much do you usually earn at this job before 
iuctions?" Responses in terms of an hourly rate were coded as given, 
sponses in terms of a weekly figure were divided by the number of hours 
lally worked per, week in the past 12 months in the case of those who had 
2n out of school for at least 12 months and by number of hours worked 
ring the survey week in the case of those who had been students during 

3 past 12 months. Responses in terms of biweekly, semimonthly, monthly, 
annual figures were converted first to weekly data by dividing by the 
propriate factor (e.g., 2.2 for semimonthly and 52 for annual) and then 
eated the same as a weekly wage. Responses in terms of a daily figure 
re not coded and were considered to be "not ascertained." 

3 Fames, H. S., et al .. The Pre-Retirement Years ^ A Longitudinal 
udy of the Labor Market EJfperlence of the Cohort of Men 45-59 Years of 
e, Vol. 1 (Columbus: The Ohio State University Center for Human 
source Research, 1968), p. 4?. 
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Table 4.10 Mean Hourly Rate of Pay, by Major Occupation Group: Employed 
Male Wage and Salary Workers 20-24 Years of Age and 45-59 Vear; 
of Age,Tl) Not Enrolled in School, by Color 


Major occupation group 

Youth 20-24 

years of age 

Men 45-59 years of a;: 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

WHITES 

. 

BLACK 

Professional and technical 

$2.87 

(a) 

$4.91 

$3-4) 

Wonfarm managers and 
proprietors 

2.60 

(a) 

4.88 

3.16 

Clerical 

2.57 

$1.60 

3.23 

2,W 

Sales 

2.54 

(a) 

3.73 

(a) 

Craftsmen and foremen 

2.65 

1.86 1 

3.45 

2.65 

Operatives 

2.60 

1.99 

2.74 
^ 1 ^ 1 

2.2't 

Honfarm laborers 

2.56 

1.79 

2.50 1 

2 < 15 

Service 

2.07 

1.59 

2.53 

1.95 

Farmers and farm laborers 

(a) 

(a) 

1.33 

O.m 

Average 

2.59 

1.84 

3.51 

2.22 


(l) Data for men 45-59 years from Fames, et al . , op . clt . , p. 52. 
(a) Means not shown where sample cases number fewer than 3<1. 
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jonsibility (e.g., laborers, operatives). In those categories, on the 
ir hand, in which there are relatively large variations in level of 
LI and responsibility (e.g., sales, craftsmen, professional and technical, 
managerial), the older and more experienced men are likely to be in the 
ler level jobs and thus earn the higher rates of pay. 

Color On the average, white youth between the ages of 20 and 24 who 
not enrolled in school earn 4l percent more per hour than their black 
iterparts. A small part of this difference reflects the difference in 
ipational structure between the two color groups. Nevertheless, there 
i substantial differential within every major occupation group containing 
56 enough numbers of each group for reliable comparison. These 
“a- occupational differentials are in the neighborhood of 30 percent for 
rice workers and operatives, 40 percent for nonfarm laborers and craft s- 
, and 60 percent for clerical workers. 

Education and training Craftsmen and operatives are the only major 
ipation groups with large enough numbers of white and black youth to 
nit a test of the influence pf education on hourly rate of pay. In 
1 these occupation groups, young men who have high school degrees earn 
i than those who do not (Table 4.11). The differentials in favor of 
better educated are 12 and l4 percent, respectively, for white craftsmen 
operatives and 52 and 27 percent, respectively, for black men in the same 
occupational categories. The inter-color difference in average hourly 
i of pay, it should be noted, persists when education is controlled, but 
Less between whites and blacks with 12 or more years of schooling than 
ig those with less education. For example, the black-white differential 
ig craftsmen with 12 or more years of education is 24 percent, but. is 
5 reat as 68 percent among those with less than 12 years of schooling. 

The relationship between the hourly rate of pay of craftsmen and that 
jperatives, irrespective of education, is rather perplexing. In the 
s of whites, the differential in favor of craftsmen is exceedingly 
LI (three cents per hour for those with high school degrees and eight 
iS for those who were high school dropouts). For black youth with high 
>ol diplomas, the differential is four cents in favor of craftsmen, but 
those with less than hi^ school degrees it is 25 cents in favor of the 
natives . The only plausible explanation that comes to mind is that 
stantial numbers of the youth who reported themselves as craftsmen, 
fact are serving in less skilled Jobs.^ 

Training outside of the regular school system also appears to contribute 
ligher earnings, most substantially in the case of operatives, although 


4 See Appendix E, footnote 6. Some of these are, perhaps, apprentices 
i given trade who neglected to designate their apprenticeship status. 
>rding to the Census classification system, apprentices should be 
jsed as "operatives" rather than "craftsmen." 
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Table 4.11 Mean Hourly Rate of Pay of Craftsmen and Operatives, by Highest ' 
Year of School Completed: and by Extent of Vocational Training 
outside of Regular School; Employed Male Wage and Salary 
Workers 20-24 Years of Age Wot Enrolled in School, by Color 


Education and training 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Craftsmen, 

foremen 

operatives 

Craftsmen , 
foremen 

Operath 

Highest year of school 
coir5)leted 





11 or less 

$2.47 

$ 2.39 

$ 1.47 

$i.r 

12 or more 

2.76 

2.73 

2.23 

2.1! 

Average 

2.65 

2.60 

1.86 

1.9 

Extent of training outside 
regular school 





None 

$ 2.57 

$ 2.36 

$1.84 

$ 1.8 

1 type of program 

2.66 

2.75 

(a) 

2.2 

2 or more types of programs 

2.78 

2.94 

(a) 

(s 

Average 

2.65 

2.60 

1.86 

1.9 


Means not shown where sample cases nviraber fewer than 30, 
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e correlation between number of years of education and the presence of 
aining makes it uncertain to what extent education and training have 
dependent effects on earnings (Table 4.1l). White youth employed as 
eratives who have participated in one type of training program earn 
out 17 percent more per hour than those who have had none. The 
fferential enjoyed by those with two or more programs is 24 percent, 
ack operatives who have had one type of training program earn 22 percent 
■re than those who have had none. 

Health Only among white operatives is there sufficient variation in 
•alth to permit an analysis of its effect on wage rate. Within that 
,tegory, those young men who report no health problems that affect the 
nd or amount of work they can do earn 46 cents per hour more- -about 
. percent- -than those who have such health problems. The same kind of 
Jlationship was found within virtually all the major occupation groups 
’ men between the ages of 45 and 59. ^ 

Size of labor force in local area Comparable to our findings in the 
ise of older men, 6 ig the strong positive relationship between hourly 
ige rate and labor force size in the local area (Table 4.12). The 
Jlationship is most pronounced in the case of white craftsmen, where the 
Lfferential in hoxurly rate of pay is as much as 37 percent between areas 
Lth a labor force under 100,000 and those with a labor force of half a 
Lllion or more. The differential is 27 percent for black operatives. 


ible 4.12 Mean Hourly Rate of Pay of Craftsmen and Operatives, by 

Size of Labor Force in PSU: Employed Male Wage and Salary 
Workers 20-24 Years of Age, Wot Enrolled In School, by Color 


Size of labor 
force in PSU 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Craftsmen 

and 

foremen 

Operatives 

Craftsmen 

and 

foremen 

Operatives 

Less than 100,000 

$2.39 

$2.49 

$1.50 

$1.79 

100,000-499,000 

2.53 

2.77 

(a) 

2.00 

500,000 or more 

3.28 

2.68 

(a) 

2.27 

Average 

2.65 

2.60 

1.86 

1.99 


(a) Means not shown where sample cases number fewer than 30. 


5 Parnes, et al . , op. cit ., p. 48. 

6 Ibi d. , pp. 45*48. 
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but only 8 percent for white operatives. For the latter category, earnings 
in the largest communities are actually sli^tly lower than in communities 
of intermediate size (labor force of 100, 000-499? 000 )• 


III METHOD OF FINDING CURRENT JOB 


Among students and nonstudents alike, engjloyed youth have found their 
current jobs? largely by informal methods (Table 4.13). In each school 
enrollment status and for both whites and blacks, between 70 and 80 percent 
report having found their jobs through friends or relatives and by making 
the rounds of employers. Students are more likely than those not enrolled 
to have been placed by the school employment service. On the other hand, 
out- of- school youth are more likely to have found their jobs through the 
public employment service. 

Students 


By far the most common method used by students to find their current 
jobs is through friends and relatives (Table 4.13); almost half of both 
white and black students cite this method. Another fourth found their 
jobs by directly contacting employers, and a tenth used the school employ- 
ment service. No other listed means- -public or private employment agencies 
or advertising- -was used by more than 4 percent of either whites or blacks, 
although an eighth noted some other or a combination of methods. 

Among white students, the use of friends and relatives in finding jobs 
is inversely related to age. The proportion citing this method ranges from 
two-thirds of the l4-15 year olds to one- third of the 22-24 year olds. 
Public and private employment agencies and advertisements more commonly are 
used by older than by younger youth, although each is used by less than 
7 percent, even of the oldest group. The greatest use of school employment 
services is made by I8-19 year olds, about a fifth of whom list this method 
of job finding. 

It is interesting to note that the methods by which employed students 
have found their current jobs differ in some respects from the methods by 
which unemployed students are currently seeking work,® In the case of 
both whites and blacks, the unemployed are placing much less reliance on 
friends and relatives and much more reliance on direct contacts with 
employers than would seem to be warranted by the experience of the employee 
There is also a larger proportion of the unemployed, than of the employed, 
who report a combination of methods. This Is to be expected, however, sine 
the employed are more likely to report only the single method that resultec 
in their placement. 


7 "How did you find out about this (i.e., current) job?" 

8 See, Appendix E, Table E-8. 
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Table 4.13 Method Used to Find Current Job, by Age and School Enrollment Status: Employed 

Males 14-24 Years of Age, by Color 
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There are rather pronounced departures in several occupational 
categories from the pattern of finding jobs described above (Table 4.1l'0. 
Among white students, for example, the school employment service is 
responsible for a larger proportion of placements in professional and 
technical, clerical, and service jobs than in other occupational categories. 
White students in professional and technical work, as well as the small 
number who are managers or proprietors, are less likely than any other 
nonfarm category to have found their jobs through friends or relatives or 
through direct employer contacts. On the other hand, over four-fifths of 
nonfarra laborers, operatives, and sales workers found their jobs by ttiene 
more-or-less informal means. 

Nonstudents 


For the total age group of employed out-of-school youth, there are 
relatively few differences between the methods used by whites and blaiikn 
to find their current jobs (Table 4.13). It is perhaps noteworthy that 
the black youth are twice as likely as white to have been placed by the 
public employment service, but the proportion is nonetheless small 
(8 percent). Blacks also are more likely than whites to have been Itxl to 
their jobs by friends or relatives. Among whites, this method tendn to 
become, less important with increasing age, but among blacks it is cciviul ly 
prominent in each age category. For both color groups, the public omi)h)y- 
ment service and newspaper advertisements become more important as 
Increases, but in no age-color group do both of these methods combI.n(-‘d 
account for much more than a fifth of the total. 

In nearly all occupational categories, direct application wHh 
employer and learning about the job through friends or relatives aro l.hif 
two most important single methods used by out-of- school youth to fjncl 
their jobs (Table 4.15). Nevertheless, there are variations among youlh 
in different occupations. White professional and technical workers, f“<u* 
instance, are much more likely than other occupational groups to havet 
obtained their jobs through a school emplo3nnent service. Black pror(!{ 5 ;>loti!il 
and technical workers appear to have made much greater use of bhe pul>lS(! 
employment service than other groups, although the number in this oc(iu- 
pational category is too small for reliable estimates. Black crafbonuMii n'l-l 
operatives make relatively greater use of the public service than otlun’ 
occupation groups of black youth, and much greater use of it than tho 
corresponding occupational groups of white youth. 


IV MOBILITY CHARACTERISTICS 


Length of Service in Current Job 

Whether one examines students or nonstudents, about half of all 
employed males 14-24 years of age have held their jobs less than a year 
(Table 4.16), in both color groves, the percentage of short-service 
workers is greater among students than nonstudents, but in the case of 
the whites, when age is controlled, this pattern holds only for those in 
their twenties. 
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Table Length of Service in Current JoId^ ^by Age and School Enrollment Status: Eo^Jloyed 

2^es lk-2k Years of Age^ by Color 

fPercentage distribution) 











Students A majority of employed students have held their current 
jobs less than a year (Table 4.l6). It is rather interesting that the 
usual relationship between age and tenure does not prevail among students, 
except perhaps as between the two top age categories. Among whites, for 
instance, the proportion of students with at least one year of service in 
current job Is actually lower for those 16-17 years old than for those 
i 4-15 years old. The proportion is hipest for the 22-24 year old group, 
but only 9 percentage points higher than for those 20-21. The evidence, 
in other words, suggests considerable movement among jobs and/or into and 
out of employment by students of all ages. Age for age, black students 
have shorter service than white students. 

Monstudents Among out-of- school youth- -both white and black — length 
of service in current job is positively related to age (Table 4.l6). Less 
than one-fifth of white youth under l8 years of age have served as long as 
a year, as opposed to about three-fifths of those 22 to 24 years old. In 
most age categories, the proportion of white youth with a year or more of 
service is larger than that of black youth. This inter-color difference 
is more significant in view of the fact that the blacks, on the average, 
have been out of school longer and thus have the potential for longer 
service than the whites. 

Job Movement During 12 Months Preceding Survey; Youth 20-24 Years of Age 

The substantial amount of job changing by young men ds evidenced by a 
comparison of employment status at time of survey and one year earlier, as 
reported by the respondents (Table 4.17). To make the interpretation 
manageable, the analysis is confined to young men 20-24 years of age who 
are not enrolled in school and who have no more than a high school education. 
Because of the relationship between their age and educational attainment, it 
can be assumed that almost all of this group could have had continuous 
employment with the same employer and in the same occupational assignment. 

Of the 3 >200,000 young men in this category, approximately a tenth 
were not working a year ago either because of unemployment or absence from 
the labor force; over a third are now employed by a different employer, and 
over half are working for the same enployer. The proportion who remained 
in the same occupation during the 12-month period was very similar to the 
proportion staying with the same employer, but these two categories did not 
consist entirely of’ the same indi’viduals. Some of the young men who did not 
change employers did change occupation, and some of those who made an entployei 
shift remained in the same occupational assignment. Although not shown in 
the table, about 10 percent of the total number of young men lived in a 
different county or SMSA from that in vriiich they had resided a year earlier. 

In all of these dimensions of mobility, except geographical, black men 
manifest a greater degree of movement than white men. For example, 55 
percent of the white youth are employed by the same employer as contrasted 
with 45 percent of the black youth. About 55 percent of the whites, but 
only 46 percent of the blacks, are in the same occupational assignment. 
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tble 4.17 Work Status at Time of Survey Compared with One Year Earlier, by 
Highest Year of School Completed; Employed Males 20-24 Years of 
Age Wot Enrolled in School Who Did Wot Attend College, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 
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Only In the e^cbent of geographical movement is there no appreciable 
difference between the two color groups: 11 percent of the whites and 
10 percent of the blacks have experienced a change of residence across 
county or SMSA lines. 

Those young men of both color groups who have completed high school 
manifest more stable employment relationships than those who have not. 

In the case of the whites, 60 percent of those with high school diplomas 
but only 49 percent of those who did not graduate from high school are 
serving with the same employer. The corresponding proportions in the case 
of hlack youth are 50 percent and 40 percent. 

As would be expected, inter-firm and occupational mobility are not 
independent of each other. A change of occupation is much more likely if 
a young man shifts employers during the course of a year than if he serves 
with the same employer continuously. Among white men who changed employers, 
only one-third remained in the same three-digit occupational category. 

Among those with the same enployer, exactly four-fifths served in the same 
occupational category. It is interesting that of those who to make an 
occupational change, whether with the same enployer or for a different 
employer, the change is much more likely to be substantial (from one major 
occupation group to another) than sli^t (within a major occupation group). 
In both cases, a shift across major occupation group lines is almost three 
times as likely as a shift within the same major occupation group. These 
patterns hold for the blacks, also. Black youth who change employers, 
however, are more likely than ^ite to change their occupation (80 percent 
versus 68 percent). 

Relationship between First Job and Current Job: Youth 20-24 Years of Age 

Another way of examining the mobility patterns of youth is to examine 
the relationship between the Job they currently have and the first Job they 
took upon leaving school. Of the approximately 4.1 million young men 
between the ages of 20 and 24 who are not currently enrolled in school and 
who have had some work experience, 6l percent have worked for only one 
enployer since leaving school. This proportion is very much the same for 
both whites (6l percent) and blacks (63 percent). Of the almost two- fifths 
of each color group who are no longer with the same employer for whom they 
started to work when they left school, the vast majority — an identical 
portion of each color group (77 percent ) —left their first jobs voluntarily 
(Table 4,l8). There are systematic differences in. this proportion, however, 
depending upon the educational attainment of the youth and upon the type of 
occupation in his first Job. Of the white youth with less than four years 
of high school, 72 percent terminated their first Jobs voluntarllyj among 
those who were college graduates, 97 percent of all separations were 
volxmtary. In the case of the blacks, the number of young men with some 
college is too small for reliable analysis, but the relationship that has 
been described for the whites holds as between those with less than a hi^ 
school diploma and those who are high school graduates. 
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Table 4.18 Reason for Leaving First Job after School, by Highest Year of 
School Completed and Occupation of First Job: Males 20-24 
Years of Age Not Enrolled in School and No Longer on First Job 
Since Leaving School, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 
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Vlhite-collar workers are more likely than hlue-collar workers to have 
terminated their first jobs voluntarily. The nimibers of blacks are too 
small to test this relationship, but in the case of the whites, the ratio 
of voluntary quits to all separations from first Job was 87 percent for 
white-collar workers and 73 percent for blue-collar workers. To some 
degree, of course, this relationship merely reflects the previously noted 
relationship between educational attainment and reason for separation from 
first Job, Nevertheless, there is evidence in Table 4.l8 that each of these 
independent variables exercises a separate influence. For example, among 
white high school graduates, voluntary separations are relatively more 
frequent in the case of white-collar than in the case of blue-collar workers. 
Within the white-collar group, those who attended college for some period 
were more likely to have left their first Job voluntarily than those who 
had not gone beyond high school. 

Occupational movement Young men in this age category are much more 
likely to have changed occupations since leaving school than to have 
changed employers (Table 4,19). Whereas six- tenths of the age group had 
served only one employer since leaving school, slightly less than one- fifth 
had been equally immobile with respect to occupation. About one-fifth had 
changed their occupational assignment within the same major occupation 
category, while three- fifths had changed major occupation group. On the 
basis of this measure, black youth are more mobile than white youth. Wot 
only did a larger proportion of the blacks than’ of the whites change 
occupation between first and current Job (87 percent versus 8l percent), 
but of those who did, a slightly larger proportion of the blacks than of 
the whites crossed major occupation groups. 

Geographic movement The extent of geographic mobility between first 
and current Job is, as might be expected, not nearly so great as is 
inter firm or occupational mobility. Nevertheless, the amount of geographic 
movement is by no means inconsequential. Exactly one-third of the white 
youth between the ages of 20 and 24 currently reside in a county of SMSA 
other than the one in which they took their first Job after leaving school 
(Table 4.20). The proportion of black youth who have been geographically 
mobile is even larger — 39 percent. In the case of the white youth, 
intrastate moves are considerably more prevalent than those involving 
longer distances. Among the blacks, on the other hand, moves between 
states are more common than those within a state. The migration from 
south to north is doubtless reflected in the fact that about one- sixth of 
the total number of black youth in the age category currently live in a 
different geographic division (Census) from that in which they took their 
first Job. The corresponding proportion among the white youth is only 
about half as great. 

It is interesting that there is a very pronounced relationship ’between, 
geographic movement since the beginning of work career and geographic move- 
ment between school and first job. That is, young men whose first Job was 
in a different geographic area from that in which they went to school are 
much more likely to have made a geographic move since having taken their 



,ble 4.19 Type of Occupational Mobility between First and Current 
Job, by Type of Occupation: Employed Males 20-24 Years 
of Age Not Enrolled in School, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 
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Table k . 20 Type of Geographic Mobility between First and Current Job , by 
Type of Occupation of Current Job: Employed. Males 20-24 Years 
of Age Not Enrolled in School, by Color 

(percentage distribution) 
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'st Job than those who entered en^loyraent In the same county in which 
!y had gone to school (Table 4.21). As has been seen, the proportion of 
.te youth who made a geographic move between first and current job is 
percent. But among those who last attended school in the same county 
their first job, this proportion was only 21 percent. On the other 
id, of those whose first job was in a different cotinty from that in which 
:y last attended school, fully 50 percent moved between first and current 
i. The same type of relationship prevails for the blacks. As would be 
)ected, this relationship is strongest in the case of those yomg men 
> have had some college. However, it is by no means confined to them. 

' example, 29 percent of white youth who left school with a high school 
>loma currently work in a different county from that in which they began 
‘ir working career. This proportion is only 21 percent in the ease of 
>se whose school and first job were located in the same county, but 
percent in the case of those whose first job was elsewhere. The same 
)e of relationship prevails for white high school dropouts and for black 
ith in both of these educational attainment categories. 

.ationship between Geographic and Occupational Movement; Youth 20-24 
irs of Age 


When a young man makes a geographic move, he is much more likely to 
mge occupation than when he remains in the same location (Table 4.22). 
’eover, it also would appear that the probability of an occupational 
re is related to the distance of the geographic shift. For example, 

)ng white youth 20-24 years of age, 8l percent of those whose first and 
’rent jobs are in the same county have been occupationally mobile. This 
'centage rises to 83 percent for those who are currently in a different 
inty of the same state, 85 percent for those who are in a different state 
;hln the same geographic division, and 89 percent for those who are in a 
'ferent geographic division. When one takes into account the magnitude 
the occupational change, the relationship Is even more pronounced. 

IS, 56 percent of those residing in the same county as their original 
) have moved to a different major occupation category, but of those 
’rently residing in a geographic division different from that of their 
-st job, 75 percent have shifted between major occupation groups. The 
le basic relationship that has been described for the whites applies 
30 in the case of the blacks. Among them, however, those who have moved 
}ween divisions or between states within the same division are somewhat 
3B likely to have been occupationally mobile than those who simply made 
intrastate move. This is certainly contrary to what one would have 
aected, and may be attributable to sampling variation, because the 
solute number in each of the categories of movers is rather small. 


SUMMARY 

tract eristics of Current Job 


This chapter has added another dimension to the differences in labor 
fket behavior between male youth who are enrolled in school and those 
0 are not. Not only are students less likely to be in the labor force 
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Table 4,21 Geographic Mobility between School and Worl^, by Highest Year of School Completed and Geographic 

Mobility between First and Current Job: Employed Males 20-24 Years of Age Wot Enrolled 
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Table 4.22 Type of Occupational Mobility between First and Current Job, by 
Location of First Job Relative to Current Job: Employed Males 
20-24 Years of Age Not Enrolled in School, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


pe of 
■cup at ion al 
>billty 

Same 

county 

Different 
county, same 
state 

Different 
state, same 
division 

Different 
divi sion 

Abroad 

Total or 
average 


WHITES 1 

imobile 

19 

17 

15 

11 

29 

19 . 

>bile 

81 

83 

85 

“59 

71 

81 

Same 1 digit 

25 

13 

10 

14 


21 

Different 1 







digit 

56 

70 

75 

75 


61 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 


100 

Total niMber 







(thousands) 

2,305 

648 

208 

226 


3,530 


BLACKS 

rimobile 

15 

7 

9 

12 


13 

Dbile 

85 

93 

91 

^8 

-- 

87 

Sane 1 digit 

^ 18 

22 

11 

20 


18 

Different 1 







digit 

67 

71 

80 

68 


68 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

— 

100 

Total number 







(thousands) 

349 

78 

62 

77 

0 

582 


115 




























and more likely to be unemployed than nonstudents, but, when employed, 
the characteristics of their jobs are quite different. Students are 
much more likely than nonstudents to work only part time. Probably as 
a result, their occupational and industrial distributions differ 
substantially from those of nonstudents, even when differences in age 
are taken into account. 

Whether enrolled in school or not, a young man's color has an 
important influence on his occupation and the length of service in his 
job, but relatively little on the industry in which he is employed or 
the way in which he found his job. Among nonstudents, whites work 
longer hours per week than blacks, but the relationship does not hold 
for students. Among those not enrolled in school, black youth earn less 
than white , controlling for age, major occupation group, and educational 
attainment. We have not been able to make a similar comparison among 
students because numbers In many of the categories are too small for 
reliable estimates. 

For students and nonstudents alike, age bears a rather pronounced 
relationship to occupation and to number of hours worked per week and a 
somewhat weaker relationship to industry, How youth find their jobs 
also bears a relationship to age. For nonstudents, there is a strong 
positive relationship with length of service in current jobs, but for 
students this exists only among youth in their twenties. 

The hourly rate of pay of young men 20-24 years of age not enrolled 
in school is remarkably uniform among major occupation groups. Among 
white youth the average is $2.59 hour, and the range for nonfann 
occupations is only 80 cents--from $2.0? (service) to $2.8? (professional 
and technical). When these two extreme categories are eliminated, the 
remaining occupation groups fall within an 11-cent-per-hour spread. 

Hourly rate of pay is related positively to number of years of school 
completed, to the extent of occupational training outside of regular 
school, to good health, euid to the size of the community in which the 
young man resides. As has been mentioned, there is also a pronounced 
inter-color differential in favor of the white youth. All these 
relationships likewise were found to exist in our previous study of males 
45-59> t»ut occupational differentials were much more pronouced for the 
older group. 

Mobility Characteristics 

Judged by the extent of job change either during the year prior to 
the survey or since having left school, employed young men in their early 
twenties display an impressive amount of mobility of all types. Since 
leaving school, two- fifths have worked for more than one employer. 
Occupational movement is even greater, for a considerable portion of it 
takes place within the firm. Four-fifths of the young men changed 
occupations between first and current jobs, and a substantial majority 
of these occupational moves (about three- fourths) were from one major 
occupation group to another. While geographic movement is not so 
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uent as either interfirm or occupational shifts, it is nevertheless 
tantial; approximately one-third of the young men between 20 and 24 
s of age currently reside in a different local area from that in which 
took their first Job after leaving school. There are relationships 
g the various types of Job movement. While occupational moves may 
r with or without interfirm shifts, they appear to be more common 
g those who change their employers than among those who do not. Among 
g men who move geographically, occupational change is much more likely 
among those who remain in the same local area, and the magnitude of 
occupational change tends to be greater for long-distance than for 
t- distance movers. 

Of the two- fifths of the yoxing men 20-24 years of age who are no 
er working for their first employers, about three-fourths left their 
t Jiobs voluntarily. This proportion is the same for both white and 
k youth, but varies according to educational attainment and according- 
ccupation of first Job for both color groups. A Job shift is more 
ly to be voluntary for white-collar than for blue-collar workers, 
pendent of type of occupation, the proportion of separations that 
voluntary increases with years of schooling. But while we know that 
. of such early Job shifting is voluntary, we are not yet in a position 
escribe the circumstances \mder which it takes place, the processes 
hich it occurs, or its consequences in terras of wage improvement. 

;e are matters at which the longitudinal analysis will be directed on 
basis of information collected in the subsequent s'urveys. 
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CHAPTER FIVE* 


KNOWISiDGE OP THE WORLD OF WORK 


an. economic system in which individuals are free to choose among 
ons and specific jobs, effective allocation of human resources 
upon workers and potential workers having accurate labor market 
ion. The market's measure of the relative social importance of 
t occupations and different jobs is reflected in differentials 
■nic rewards. These, in turn, are presumed to attract individuals 
se occupations and jobs where their contribution to the social 
rfill be at a maximum. But this can occur only if workers have a 
ly good knowledge of the range of alternatives for which they 
tentially qualify and of the rewards (and costs) attached to each, 
and complete labor market information also is important from the 
it of the individual. Whatever his particular employment goals, 
abilities of achieving them are enhanced by full knowledge of the 
3 and characteristics of alternative employment opportunities. 

t kinds of specific labor market information should individuals 
le answer depends, in part, upon the stage of the life cycle. 

1 in school, for example, it is particularly important that they 
of the full range of occupations potentially available to them, 
laracteristics and rewards of different types of work, and of the 
requirements. Only on the basis of this kind of information can 
decisions be made about the amount and type of education and 
to pursue. For adults, on the other hand, while such information 
itlrely irrelevant, it is rather less important, since the range 
itions open to most adults, for all practical purposes, is restricted 
3 narrowly as a result of educational decisions made in the past, 

IS previous work experience. They are more likely than youth to 
the type of work as given, and to focus on the choice of specific 


adults and youth- -at least if the latter choose to work- -it is 
: to have knowledge of available employment opportunities in their 
amunitles and elsewhere. Which firms in the area have openings 
mt occupational categories? Which firms are the best employers 
of wage rates, fringe benefits, and other factors that Influence 
■Aon or dissatisfaction with work? Are opportunities greater 
}he local area, either in terms of job vacancies or in terras of 
iges, working conditions, or other perquisites? 


This chapter was written by Herbert S. Fames. 
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Tt sesins rcason&bls to hypothssizo that th© degr©© of sticcsss a ■woi'kcu 
axperiences in the labor market is associated with the extent of his labor 
market information. Specifically, for the group of young men loader con- 
sideration in this study, vfe would expect the extent of labor market infor- 
mation, other things being equal, to be positively related to the wage rate 
of those vfho are employed and to the extent of occupational and wage 
improvement over time. V/e would anticipate an inverse relationship between 
amount of unemployment and the extent of labor market information, since 
those iri-th more knowledge should have higher probabilities of finding work. 
Finally, over the years covered by this study, we should expect greater 
congruence between occupational aspirations and realizations among those 
vrith much knowledge than among those with little knowledge of the labor 
market. This is so because those with greater Imowledge are likely to 
have more realistic aspirations and because they are more likely to be 
able to translate a given aspiration into reality. 

The Occupational Information Test 


Our measure of "knowledge of the world or work" is a very limited 
one, consisting of three components. The first of these involves occupa- 
tional identification. Respondents were asked to select one of three 
statements that best describes the duties of each of ten occupations-- 
hospital orderly, machinist, acetylene welder, stationary engineer, 
statistical clerk, fork lift operator, economist, medical illustrator, 
draftsman, and social worker. The second component involves the typical 
educational attainment of men in each of these same ten occupations: *^How 
much regular schooling do you think hospital orderlies usually have?" 
Third, respondents were asked, for each of eight pairs of occupations, 
which one provides the highest average annual earnings : "Who do you 
think earns more in a year, a man who is an automobile mechanic or an 
electrician? ' Standards for scoring the second and third components wore 
derived from i960 census data on occupation by highest year of school 
achieved and median earnings by occupation. ^ 


follows: each of the occupational 

Identification questions was assigned two points, so that scores on this 

^ from 0 to 20. On the educational component, 

? Iff occupation; "less than a 

For mnQfff School diploma, some college, a college degree.” 

^r.T> +V, ^ occupations, responses were scored either 0, if incorrect 

identification itself was incorrect) or 2, if 

or one rp<!Tinnfff cases, either of two responses was given full credit, 

in the caql nf Q+f credit and another half credit. For example, 

respoLfflilh ^ awarded for either the 

1^ kl ueJcL nf "less than a high school diploma." (in 

education but ?!i r, ^ 4 -^ ationary engineers had less than a high school 

Md goirbevoL 1 31 percent 

naa gone beyond.) m the case of machinist, 2 points were given for the 
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; Is clear that only a small portion of what has been defined as 
larket information is covered by the measure that we have used. The 
of occupations Included is exceedingly small, although virtually 
! major occupational strata are represented. Moreover, the test 
is no measure of knowledge of employment opportunities in the local 
The time constraints on the interview and the fact that the questions 
be applicable to a national sample of young men ranging in age from 
'4 and representing all socioeconomic levels imposed substantial 
on what was feasible. Nevertheless, we have been unable to find 
ler attempt to relate a measure of occupational information to labor 
experience. 3 Our preliminary findings, described below, provide 
■sis for optimism that the test results will have predictive value. 


e "less than a high school diploma" and 1 point for "high school 
(in i960, 61 percent of male machinists were in the former 
y and 32 percent in the latter.) The earnings component was scored 
s for a correct answer, 0 points for an Incorrect answer. 

o scores were computed for each respondent. One of these was based 
on the occupational identification component, with a possible range 
20. The other was a composite score based on all three components, 
possible range of 0 to 56. On the basis of each of these, respondents 
asslfied into three categories: low (O-IO on the identification 
nt, 0-20 on the composite); medium (ll-l? on the identification 
nt, 21-37 on the composJLte); high (18-20 on the identification 
nt and 38-56 on the composite). In all of the analysis reported 
he composite scores are used. 

For a large portion of the young men, there is a simple measure 
information. Employed workers were asked what they would do if 
st their current jobs. Those who indicated that they would look 
Ic were asked "Are there any particular companies in this area where 
Id apply?" and, if so, "Why do you mention these particular companies?" 
snts able to mention alternative employers in the area may be presumed 
better labor market knowledge than those who cannot. 

In a longitudinal study of adolescent boys being conducted by 
/ey Research Center of the University of Michigan under the direction 
Ld G. Bachman, a job information test has been administered to the 
5f high school youth. A series of 25 questions of the true-false 
:iple choice type relates to the characteristics of a variety of 
Lons (e.g, , income, status, hours of work) and the educational 
aents for entry. In this study, the job information test is designed 
ire the general educational development of the respondents as a 
? assessing and predicting success in school. See Jerald G, Bachman, 
Youth in Transition (Wi Arbor: Survey Research Center, 1967) 

, pp. 64-66, 69-71 r 


121 



Determinants of Occupational Information Scores 

Age, education, and color When young men 14-24 years of age are 
cross -class! fled by color, age, school enrollment status, and educational 
attainment , there is an unmistaKably clear pattern that reveals a strong 
Influence of both age and educational attainment on the extent of occupa- 
tional information (Table 5.1)- 

The influence of age can best be observed among those not enrolled 
in school. 4 As an example, consider white youngsters who have left 

school after receiving a high school diploma. In all, just about half 
of these (49 percent) score high on the knowledge test; by age, the 
proportions are 3^ percent for those l4-17 years old, 44 percent for 
those 18-19 years, and 53 percent for those in their twenties. A similar 
pattern is discernible among all of the other educational attainment 
categories, except those who did not even reach high school. For them, 
there is no relation between age and work knowledge. The predominant 
pattern among white youth would seem to Indicate that additional years 
of exposure to the labor market--or perhaps just additional years of life 
and experience— produce greater occupational knowledge among male youth 
in their teens and early twenties . However , in the case of black youth , 
the relation between age and work knowledge is not nearly so clear . Among 
high school graduates, where the total number is largest, young men in 
their twenties are no more knowledgeable than those in their teens. 

Among both blacks and whites, the relationship of educational 
attainment to knowledge of the labor market is dramatic. Two examples 
will suffice; among white men 20-24 years of age not enrolled in school, 
the proportion with high Icnowledge scores rises from I3 percent for those 
with less than nine years of schooling to 4l percent of those who completed 
one to three years of high school, 53 percent of those with high school 
diplomas, 75 percent of those with one to three years of college, and 87 
percent of those who had four or more years of college. Among black men 
in the same age category, the corresponding proportions range from 6 
percent to 50 percent. To some extent, it appears that education can 
operate as a substitute for labor market experience. For example, whites 
in their twenties who are not enrolled in school but have between one and 
three years of high school do about as well as those in their teens who 
are high school graduates. 

As some of the preceding data suggest, the differences in labor 
market information between whites and blacks are dramatic. Of all those 
out of school, only l4 percent of the blacks, as compared with 46 percent 
of whites, score high in knowledge of the world of work. Part of this 


4 Among those in school, it is virtually impossible to obtain a 
pure age effect from the tabular data because of the high association 
between age and year in school. 
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ference, of course, reflects differences in educational attainment 
t^een the two color groups. Yet even when age, school enrollment 
tus, and educational attainment are controlled simultaneously, there 
scarcely a category in which the white youth do not have a clear 
antage in knowledge of the labor market. Selecting the categories in 
ch numbers are large enough to provide reliable estimates , we note 
b among young men in their early twenties Who left school with a high 
3ol diploma, whites are two-and-a-half times as likely as blacks to 
re high on the labor market knowledge test (53 percent versus 20 
lent). Among boys 14-17 who are enrolled in the first three years of 
1 school, whites are over three times as likely to score high (l8 
:ent versus 5 percent), and only about half as likely to score low 
percent versus 63 percent). 

Cultural influences at age l4 How much a teenager knows about the 
.d of work depends, in considerable degree, upon his socioeconomic 
;us and upon the kind of influences that bear upon him in the home 
)le 5*2). Focusing attention on boys between the ages of l4 and 17)^ 

• nine-tenths of whom are enrolled in school, it is apparent to begin 
L that there are substantial differences between those living in rural 
those living in urban areas . Of those white youth with rural resi- 
es, whether farm or nonfarra, less than one-fifth score high on our 
pational information test, in contrast with over a fourth of those 
ng in urban areas. Among all those in urban areas, size of community 
not seem to make much difference with respect to the amount of 
ledge the youngster has about the world of work. Those living in 
es of 100,000 or over have scores substantially the same as those in 
s of fewer than 25,000 population. Indeed, even those living in 
rbs of large cities have no larger a proportion with high scores 
those in other urban communities, although they do have a somewhat 
ler proportion of individuals in the lowest score category. 


5 Much of the analysis is based upon yo\mg men l4-17 in order to 
i the necessity of controlling for educational attainment. This 
y age group is homogeneous from the standpoint that over 90 percent 
lem are enrolled in school, and, of these, about SO percent are in 
school. In older age groups, there is much greater diversity in 
Llment status and educational attainment. If explanatory variables 
are correlated with educational attainment are used for the older 
groups, a relationship with occupational information scores may 
5ct simply the strong association that has been seen to exist between 
itional attainment and extent of occupational information. For 
3le, residents of rural areas are less likely than urban residents 
) to college. Among youth 20 to 24 years of age, therefore, higher 
Jatlonal information scores for youth who (at age l4) lived in urban 
! rather than rural areas might simply reflect the greater likelihood 
leir having had a college education. Confining the analysis to the 
' year group, in cases of this kind, does not completely eliminate the 
.em, but reduces it very considerably. 


125 



ricli 5 2 Proportions v/ith High and Low Scores on Oceupatiofial Tnforin,*'! \^ u 
Fr^st, by Selected Sotioeconomi^j Gharac fceriat tcs * MaLos 
Years of Age, by Color 


::i!iG-cononic characteristic 


F'oidence at age 14 
Rural farn 
Rural ncnfarn 

(under 25,000) 

City (?5 *000-100,000) 
lart'e city (100,000 and ov( 
Suburb of large city 
total or average 

Occupation of father when 

j^C'UCh agt;^ 14^^ ^ 

Prnfesaional and technical 
’Jonfarw iranagers and 
proprietors 
Clerical 
o^Ies 

Craftsmen and foremen 

Operatives 

Ron fa Pm laborers 

Service 

Farneps and farm managers 
Farm laborers 
Armed forces 
Total or average 

Exposure to reading material 
at age 14 

Family had library card 
and regularly got news-- 
paperfs) and )nagazine(s) 
Family lacked one or more 
Of above 
l^acked one 
C-acked two 
i-acked three 
Total or average 


WHITES 

— 


Total 

Percent 

Percent 

Total 


number 

with high 

with low 

nuinboi' 


{thousands ] 

scores 

scores 

( thouuaiKlii 

) 

771 

18 

4 l 

157 


670 

18 

36 

104 


1,868 

24 

26 

20 ‘l 


l, 0 tl 2 

2 T 

29 

136 


n) 

27 

25 

375 



26 

20 

26 


6,280 

24 

29 

1,001 


672 

33 

16 

2Y 


946 

34 

19 

16 


274 

^5 

22 

25 


?63 

28 

24 

9 



22 

29 

ir/ 


1,013 

15 

34 

214 


^12 

21 

36 

154 


258 

23 

34 

167 


434 

19 

42 

76 


92 

4 

51 

46 


111 

28 

24 

8 


6 aS 0 

24 

29 

\ 

1,001 


4,023 

28 

22 

j 

317 




-- — - 



_ 2.239 

_ 16 

4o 

680 


1,553 

5?9 

157 

6,280 

19 

10 

8 

24 

36 

46 

61 

29 

267 

234 

179 

1,001 
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14 
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(11 Occupation Of head of household is used ff 

IS used ic reapondent not living with fatUri- 





Among black yovingsters, the infltience of type of community is even 
pronounced, although the pattern is somewhat different. The rural 
js display a perceptible difference depending on whether they live 
irras or in nonfarm settings. Of those in urban situations, there is 
'ference between those in small towns (under 25,000) and those in 
ir conmiunities . To consider the extremes, 2 percent of those on 
1 score high and 83 percent score low, while in cities of 25,000 or 
sr, a tenth score high and about half score low. Those in rural 
,rm settings and those in small towns lie between these two extremes. 

There is a strong relationship between the amount of knowledge a 
teenager has about the labor market and the socioeconomic level of 
ather's occupation. Approximately a third of the sons of white-collar 
rs score high on the test as contrasted with under a fifth of those 
blue-collar families, and a seventh of those from farm families, 
of service workers fall between those from white-collar and those 
blue-collar families. Within the white-collar group, there are no 
antial differences among the sons of professionals, managers, and 
cal workers. 

Among the blacks, although the numbers are too small for confident 
usions, it appears also to he true that sons of white-collar workers 
ore knowledgeable about the labor market than sons of blue-collar 
rs. However, sons of service workers are not very much different 
those of white-collar workers. Sons of farm workers have the least 
b of knowledge. Within every socioeconomic level, the loiowledge of 
lack youth Is considerably lower than that of white youth. For 
Le, among sons of craftsmen, a fifth of the white youngsters, but 
X tenth of the black, score high on the knowledge test. 

The extent to which the yoting teenager is exposed to reading material 
5 home has a very strong relationship with how much he knows about 
>rld of work. White boys between the ages of l4 and 17 whose 
.es had books, magazines, and newspapers have substantially better 
idge about the world of work than those whose families lacked any 
. of these. Over a fourth of the former score high as contrasted 
.ess than a sixth of the latter. Of those who have all three forma 
■tten materials in their homes , only 22 percent score low as compared 
0 percent of those who lack one or more of the three. Moreover, 
is a systematic and strong relationship between the extent of 
•al deprivation as measured by this variable and the extent of labor 
' knowledge. For example, of those who lack only one of the media, 
cent score low; of those who lack two, 46 percent score low; of 
who lack all three, 6l percent score low. The corresponding 
tages with high scores are I9, 10, and 8. The pattern in the case 
ck youth is identical. The proportion of youngsters scoring high 
from l4 percent among those whose families have all three media 
s than half of 1 percent of those whose families have none. Cor- 
dingly, the proportions scoring low range from 37 percent to 89 
t. 
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A good portion of the difference in occupational information hetwoon 
white and hLacls, youth is attributable to differences in this measxiro of 
their cultural background, since white youngsters are much more likely 
than black to have magazines, newspapers, and library cards in their 
homes. Almost two-thirds of the whites, but less then one-third of the 
blacks, have all three; l8 percent of the blacks, but only 3 percent of 
the whites, have none. Nevertheless, even within each category, blacks 
have considerably lower test scores than do whites. In families vfitli 
all three media, 28 percent of the whites and Ih percent of the blacks 
score high. In the most culturally deprived families (by this measure), 

8 percent of the whites and less than half of 1 percent of the blacks 
score high; 6l percent of the whites and 89 percent of the blacks score 
low. 


Educational experience A number of facets of school experience 
also are related to the extent of a youngster’s knowledge of tho world 
of work (Table 5.3)- It is not clear to what extent these represent 
independent influences, since there is doubtless a very high correlation 
between some of the cultural influences referred to above and the elements 
of school experience to be described here. Nevertheless, it is porlmp.'5 
worth noting that the amount of work knowledge possessed by a youngster 
of high school age is related to such factors as his high school currlculc, 
the amount of time he spends on homework, and his favorite extracurricular 
pastime. White youngsters ik-lj years old who are (or have been) in the 
college preparatory high school curriculum have much higher scores on 
the occupational information test than those in the general or vocationnl 
curricula. (The youth in the commercial curriculum are too few to afford 
a basis for a confident estimate.) Over a third of those in the college 
preparatory curriculum, as compared with only a sixth in the general, 
curriculum, score high on the test; 16 percent of those in the col.le('C 
preparatory curriculum score low, as compared with 34 percent of tlioae 
In the general curriculum. Those in the vocational curriculum have tlie 
lowest scores of all, l4 percent scoring high and 40 percent scoring 
low. Blacks in the college preparatory curriculum manifest the highest 
knowledge of the world of work, but the other relationships that prevail 
for the whites do not obtain. Specifically, those in the vocational 
curriculum do at least as well, and perhaps slightly better, than tlioae 
In the general curriculum. 

Probably highly related to high school curriculum is the number of 
liours per week the student' normally spends on homework. This variable 
also shows a substantial relationship to the extent of knowledge about 
bhe labor market in the case of both whites and blacks. For example, 
among white youngsters l4-17 years of age, high scores are obtained by 
22 percent of those who spend less than five hours per week on homework 
and by 32 percent of those who spend ten or more hours per week. 

Young teenagers who spend most of their nonschool hours reading 
appear to have a substantial advantage in knowledge of the world of work 
over those who spend their time in other ways (Table 5.3). Thirty-eight 
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Aspect of high Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent 

school experience number with hi^ with low number with high with low 
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percent of the white youth whose chief nonschool activity is reading, 
compared with 27 percent of the total group, score high on the occupational 
information test] only 11 percent score low, as compared with 23 percent 
of the total group. The youngsters whose principal nonschool activity is 
working for pay also have above average scores on the occupational 
information test. The proportion of this group scoring high is almost 
as great as for those who spend most of their time reading (34 percent 
versus 38 percent). However, the proportion scoring low is considerably 
greater than the proportion of those whose chief activity is reading 
(18 percent versus 11 percent). Blacks 14-17 years of age whose principal 
pastime is reading also appear to have an advantage in the occupational 
information test over other youngsters of the same age, although the 
niimbers are too small to permit a confident statement on this matter. 

Vocational training outside of regular school Whether a young man 
lias participated in a vocational training program outside of regular 
school has a very pronounced relationship to the amount of knowledge he 
lias about the world of work, although the association between educational 
attainment and training makes it impossible to know at this stage of the 
analysis how much of this represents an independent effect of training 
(Table 5.4). Among white men 14-24 years of age who have had no college, 
•the proportion of those with no training who score high on the occupational 
Information test is about one-third, as compared to almost half of those 
■who have had some training. Conversely, over a fourth of those with no 
■braining score low on the test, in contrast to about 10 percent of those 
■who have had some training. The relationship is even more dramatic in 
■the case of black men. Only 8 percent of those with no training score 
liigh, as compared with slightly more than 25 percent of those who have 
liad training] over half with no training score low in comparison with 
only 36 percent of those who have had some training. 

Unlike the other factors which have been considered thus far, it 
Is not clear what the direction of causation is between vocational 
■braining and knowledge of the world of work, assuming that a relationship 
independent of education does in fact exist. On the one hand, it may 
be argued that certain types of vocational training contribute to 
occupational information in the same way that general education does . 

On the other hand, it is equally reasonable to suppose that persons with 
superior labor market knowledge also are more likely to be aware of and 
•bo be interested in taking advantage of training opportunities. If the 
latter is the basic ejqjlanation for the relationship, it suggests that 
programs of occupational information will result in more widespread 
participation in training programs. If the former is the e^qilanation, 
it suggests that training programs produce benefits in increased labor 
market awareness in addition to the particular skills they may impart. 
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(l) Employed respondents -wiio said they would seds; other work if they lost their current jobs were asked 
whether there "are any particular coiroanies in this area where you would apply?” Categories 
indicate the nujuber of coii5)anies respondents named. 




























The LaTjor Market Consequences of Occupational Information 


Hypotheses about the effects of variation in labor market infoiTrU ^ 
for the most part, will he tested as our longitudinal work historLffis 
unfold in the follow-up surveys of the next five years. Wevertliolo;!:: , 
data from the initial survey provide some support for the heliof 
labor market information affects some aspects of a young man's aohljr/**- 
ments in the employment market. 

Knowledge about releva nt employers in area To begin witli, It. I si 
encouraging to note a relationship between scores on the occupathuinl 
information test and the ability of employed young men to name onni.1o.v.!i'.'T 
in the local area with whom they might seek work if they lost tho.l 
present jobs (Table 5.5). Among employed white men between the ftf's'fi ot‘ 
20 and 24, only 39 percent of those who score low on the work bool, ar** 
able to name another employer as contrasted with over 55 percenL ol' th '.i'-' 
with medium and high scores. Among the black men In the same afro jo-ouj', 
44 percent of those with low scores are able to name an alternal:! v<* 
employer as compared with almost 50 percent of those with medium or hi, .a 
scores. Thus it would appear that the various facets of labor 
information are not independent of one another. Young men who liava 
above average occupational knowledge also appear to be better inforfri-' i 
about alternative sources of employment within the local labor inurkei 
area. 


Change in skill and responsibility in past year All of the y<Miiii-- 
men who were employed at the time of the survey and who reported (.iiui, 
they were working a year prior to the interview were asked to ap])i*uJ.‘U' 
the skill and responsibility required in their present Job as coin])uvi‘l 
with their work a year earlier (Tables 5. 6 and 5*7)» Of the kobal upi* 
group of whites, 60 percent feel that their Jobs involve more ro«p'iii;)i- 
bility and 47 percent believe that their Jobs demand more skill I'.liaii 
their work required a year ago. In the case of black men, fcho (ioi'i'*'” 
spending proportions are 49 percent and i+l percent. Only about n f.cfi'h 
of each color group believe that there has been a decline in the 
responsibility and/or skill required in their work. 


In virtually every age-color group there is a positive relatioii-'ihiu 
between test score and likelihood of increasing skill or responsibility 
during the previous 12 months (Tables 5.6 and 5.7)* For the total age 
group of whites, the proportion experiencing an increase in skill la 
two-fifths of those with low scores and half of those with high scorfis. 
The corresponding proportions experiencing an increase in responsibility 
are 5^ percent and 63 percent, respectively. In the case of black m«ii, 
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2 5*6 Score on Occupational Information Test, hy Age and Change in 

Skill Required on Job during Past Year: Males Years 

of Age Employed in October I 965 and I 966 , by Color 
(Percentage distribution) 


nd 


WHITES 



BLACKS 


,e in 
required 

High 

scores 

Medium 

scores 

Low 

scores 

Total 

or 

average 

High 

scores 

Medium 

Scores 

Low 

scores 

Total 

or 

average 

e skill 

4o 

39 

35 

38 

37 

38 

24 

29 

e skill 

56 

49 

59 

54 

4o 

53 

68 

61 

s skill 

4 

12 

6 

8 

23 

9 

8 

10 

Dtal percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Dtal number 
(thousands) 

456 

757 

470 

1,683 

18 

69 

137 

224 

2 skill 

54 

48 

43 

50 

52 

38 

31 

36 

2 skill 

39 

38 

44 

39 

27 

54 

59 

54 

i skill 

7 

l4 

13 

11 

22 

7 

, 10 

10 

>tal percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

tal number 
thousands ) 

1 

621 1 

520 

185 

1,326 

17 

57 

75 

148 

skill 

1 

51 1 

49 

43 

50 

50 

54 

40 

1 47 

skill 

41 1 

4l 

47 

42 

23 

37 

48 

40 

skill 

8 1 

9 

10 

9 

26 

9 

12 

1 13 

tal percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

tal number 
thousands) 

1 

2,148 1 

1,151 

ino 

3,710 

94 

202 

249 

1 545 

lit- 24 
skill 

i 

50 1 

46 

39 

47 

49 

48 

34 

1 

1 4l 

skill 

42 1 

43 


44 

26 

44 

56 

47 

skill 

8 1 

11 

1 

1 8 

9 

25 

9 

10 

' 12 

bal percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

:al number 
thousands) 

1 

3,225 , 

2,428 

1 1,065 

1 

6,719 

129 

327 

1 461 

1 

! 917 

1 
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Table 5,7 Score on Occupational Information Test, by Age and Change in 
Responsibility Involved in Job during Past Year; Males 14-24 
Years of Age Employed in October of 19^5 and 1966 , by Color 
(Percentage distribution) 


Age and change 
in responsibility 


WHITES 


High 

scores 


Medium 

scores 


Low 

scores 


To^l 

laveragd l 


BLACKS 


High 

scores 


Medium 

Scores 


Low 

Scores 


avcraj 


14-17 
(tore responsibility 
Same responsibility 
Less responsibility 
Total percent 
Total number 
(thousands) 


18-19 

More responsibility 
Same responsibility 
less responsibility 
Total percent 
Total number 
(thousands) 


20-24 

ffore responsibility 
Same responsibility 
Less responsibility 
Total percent 
Total number 
(thousands) 


Total i 4-24 
More responsibility 
Same responsibility 
Less responsibility 
Total percent 
Total number 
(thousands) 


55 

38 

6 

100 


456 


67 

24 

9 

100 


621 


64 

27 

10 

100 


2,l48 


63 


9 

100 


3,225 


51 

37 

12 

100 


757 


63 

23 

14 

100 


520 


60 

31 

9 

100 


1,151 


58 

31 

11 

100 


2,428 


52 

43 

5 

100 


470 


57 

35 

8 

100 


185 


55 

30 

15 

100 


4 io 


54 

36 

10 

100 


,065 


52 

39 


100 


1,683 


64 

25 

11 

100 


1,326 


62 

28 

10 

100 


,710 


60 

30 

10 

100 


719 


64 

30 

5 

100 


47 

42 

11 

100 


34 

61 


100 


40 

53 

7 

100 


18 

69 

137 

224 

52 

48 

35 

42 

48 

46 

56 

51 

0 

6 

9 

7 

100 



100 


57 

75 

148 

mW 

59 

52 

54 

mm 

36 

4 o 

35 

Us 

6 

8 

11 




100 

94 

202 

249 

545 

53 

54 

44 

49 

26 

39 

49 

42 

21 

7 

7 

9 

100 


wm 

100 

129 

327 

46 l 

917 





d of those with low scores report moving upward in terms of skill 
pared with a half of those with high scores , In terms of respon- 
ty required in their Jobs, the corresponding proportions are 44 
t and 53 percent. These data indicate that men with better occupe-- 
information are more likely, at least by their own assessment, to 
uproved their labor market position during the past year than those 
knowledge of the labor market is less adequate. On the other hand, 
curious that those with superior occupational information are no 
Lkely than others to have moved down in skill and responsibility; 

, such black youth are more likely to have done so. 

curly rate of pay The average hourly earnings of employed young 
c enrolled in school hear a rather pronounced relationship to the 
of their occupational information. When we control for years of 
Ing or for current occupation, mean rate of pay increases as scores 
occupational information test increase for all those educational 
jupational categories of both color groups with enough sample 
Ltions to permit reasonably reliable estimates.^ For example, 

'•outh 20-24 years of age who have not completed high school and 
gh occupational information scores earn almost 25 percent more 
ir ($2.48 versus $2,00) than those with low scores (Table 5.8). 
bite men who ended their education with a high school diploma 
e high test scores earn $2.74 per hbur compared with $ 2.50 for 
1th medium scores, a differential of 10 percent. 

e number of black high school dropouts with high scores on the 
ional information test is too small for a reliable estimate of 
hourly earnings, but those with medium scores register a nine-cent 
r (or 6 percent) differential over those with low scores. Among 
ck high school graduates, there Is a systematic increase in mean 
pay as test scores rise. Those with low scores earn $1.87 per 
hose with medium scores, $2.02; and those with high scores, $2.25. 
epresent relative differentials of 8 percent between those with 
those with medium scores, and 20 percent between those with low 
se with high scores. 

Ae collar is the only type of occupation in which there are suf- 
nxmihers of nonstudents between 20 and 24 years of age in the 
test score categories to permit a confident analysis of the 
1 between occupational information test score and rate of pay. 

1 whites and blacks in this occupational category, there is a 
md consistent tendency for rate of pay to increase as test scores 
ihle 5.9). Among the whites the differential between those with 
those with high scores is 44 cents per hour, or 19 percent; among 
;he corresponding differential is 66 cents, or 4o percent. 


We show mean hourly rates of pay only when they are based upon 
; 30 sample cases. 
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Table 5.8 Mean Hourly Rate of Pay, by Highest Year of Sehool Completed 
and Score on Occupational Information Test: Employed Male 'fV 
and Salary Workers 20-24 Years of Age Not Enrolled in School, 

by Color 


Highest year 
of school 
completed 

High 



Mediim 

Low 

Average 


WHITES 

11 or less 

$ 2.48 

$ 2.44 

$ 2.00 

$2.33 

12 

2.74 

2.50 

(a) 

2.6N 

13-15 

2.90 

(a) 

(a) 

2.77 

16 or more 

3.06 

(a) 

(a) 

2.93 

Average 

2.77 

2.47 

2.19 

2.59 


BLACKS 

11 or less 

(a) 

$1.51 

$ 1.42 

$1.52 

12 

$ 2.25 

2.02 

1.87 

2.0? 

13-15 

(a) 

(a) 

(a) 

(a) 

16 or more 

(a) 

(a) 

(a) 

(a) 

Average 

2.29 

1.95 

1.55 

1.0'* 


(a) Means not shown where sample cases number fewer than 30. 


4 
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le 5*9 Mean Hourly Rate of Pay, by Score on Occupational Information 

Test: Employed Male Blue-Collar Wage and Salary Workers 20-2*+ 
Years of Age, Not Enrolled in School, by Color 


core on occupational 
cformation test 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

DW 

$ 2.33 

$ 1.63 

adium 

2.55 

2.14 

Lgh 

2.77 

2.29 

Dial or average 

2.62 

1.91 


nary 


The amount of occupational information, a young man possesses grows 
r substantially from his early teens to his early twenties, in part 
ihe result of formal education, but also simply as the result of 
jrience. In addition, among youngsters 14-1? years of age who are as 
undifferentiated by substantial variation in educational attainment, 
extent of occupational knowledge depends profoundly on the character 
'amily life as revealed by such Indicators as father's occupation and 
int of reading material in the home. Finally, even when all these 
.ors are controlled (to the extent that our data permit), there remain 
itantial color differences in occupational information; white young- 
's have substantially higher scores than black in virtually every 
.e cell we have examined. 

All of these relationships might have been anticipated. Nevertheless, 

■ are indicative of serious problems at which manpower policy needs 
le directed. Low scores on the test presumably indicate some significant 
e of occupations that is beyond the ken of the individual. Prom 

viewpoint, the very low scores of the youngest age category partlcu- 
y are discouraging, since they suggest that largely irreversible 
ational decisions by high school students are being made on the basis 
elative ignorance. The differences In the extent of occupational 
ledge among youngsters of different socioeconomic status also are 
ructive, for they imply that the well-known differences in patterns 
ccupational choice among these groups may be caused in part by 
ations in how much they know about the world of work as well as by 
ors more difficult to remedy. All of this argues for a much greater 
rt to familiarize students with the dimensions of the world of work 
n early age in the schools. This appears to be particularly important 
youngsters from culturally deprived homes if greater equality of 
rtunity is to be achieved. 
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VJhat the practical consequences are of differences In the extent 
occupational information is a question about which we should be able t 
say more at the conclusion of our five years of study. Nevertheless , 
there are already indications that the amount of knowledge a young man 
has about the world of work makes a difference so far as his success ii 
the labor market is concerned. Those with relatively greater ImowLedg' 
are more likely to believe they have progressed in terms of the skill 
and responsibility of their jobs during the year preceding the survey. 
Of greater importance, even when educational attainment is controlled, 
those with high scores on the occupational information test enjoy high< 
wages than those with low scores. 

These data suggest that labor market information provides a slgnif 
cant payoff to the individual. It is likely, of course, that our 
occupational information test is measuring a verbal component of genera 
intelligence as well as the extent of labor market Icnowledge , and that 
the relationships we have found reflect the influence of intelligence. 
When we ultimately have a measure of general Intelligence from tlie acho 
records of the respondents, perhaps we shall be able to be more confidci 
about the extent to which occupational information has an independent 
influence on labor market success. 
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CHAPTER SIX* 


JOB SATISFACTION AND JOB ATTACHMENT 


The attitudes of workers toward their johs have a dual significance 
a study of labor market behavior. On the one hand, such attitudes are 
isumably important in conditioning action. Workers make job choices in 
•ms of the factors about jobs that are iJr5>ortant to them. Moreover, the 
;ree to which they are satisfied with their current jobs may Influence 
‘ extent to which they are on the "lookout" for others and, conseiiuently, 

‘ likelihood of their making a change. On the other hand, attitudes 
rard work are of interest in their own right for they shed some light on 
■ nature and extent of psychological satisfaction that the existing 
iloyment pattern provides to young jobholders. 

The present chapter is concerned with work attitudes from both these 
nts of view. The first portion of the chapter is directed at an 
mination of the extent of youth’s satisfaction with their current jobs, 
the sources of both satisfaction and dissatisfaction — i.e., the aspects 
their jobs that employed young men claim particularly to like and those 
ch they dislike. The extent to which there are occupational, industrial, 
demographic variations in response to these questions is explored. In 
second portion of the chapter, we examine the extent of young men's 
achment to their current jobs--i.e., their linwillingness to quit even 
the face of ostensibly more rewarding opportunities — and relate 
ferences in degree of attachment to differences in job satisfaction as 
1 as to other variables. In both sections of the chapter, the analysis 
limited to out-of- school employed youth between the ages of l6 and 24, 
l4 and 15 year old youngsters have been omitted from the analysis 
ause conpulsory school attendance and child labor laws restrict their 
1 participation in the labor market. The number of young men not in 
ool in this age group is only 48,000, too small for reliable statistical 
lysis. 


JOB SATISFACTION 


Latlon in Degree o f Satisfaction 

The degree of satisfaction workers feel toward their current jobs has 
1 measured by a single question asked of employed out-of- school youth; 
j do you feel about the job you have now? Do you like it very much, 


* This chapter was written by Ruth S. Spitz and Herbert S. Fames 
1 the collaboration of Andrew I. Kohen. 
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like it fairly well, dislike it somewhat, or dislike it very much?" The 
overwhelming majority of employed young men react favorably to their jobs: 
90 percent of the whites and 85 percent of the blacks report that they 
like their jobs either very much or fairly well (Table 6 .I). There is a 
rather substantial difference between the two color groups, however, in 
the proportion expressing the highest degree of job satisfaction. Wliila 
more than half of the white youth claim to like their jobs very much , 
the same is true for only slightly more than a third of black young men. 


Table 6.1 Satisfaction with Current Job: Employed Males l6-24 Years 
of Age Not Enrolled in School, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Degree of satisfaction 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Like it very much 

51 

35 

Like it fairly well 

39 

50 

Dislike it somewhat 

7 

10 

Dislike it very much 

2 

4 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

4,993 

835 


Type of occupation and educational attainment The extent to whicli 
young men register high satisfaction with their jobs depends upon the typo 
of occupation in which they are employed and, also, on the relationship 
between their occupation and the amoimt of education they have had (Table 
6 . 2 ). Both white and black youth engaged in white-collar jobs are more 
likely to express high satisfaction than those In blue-collar occupations. 
(There are too few youth in the other occupational categories for confident 
comparisons.) The difference is 8 percentage points in the case of white 
youth (57 versus 49 percent) and l4 percentage points in the case of the 
black (48 versus 34 percent). Thus, the inter-color difference in high 
job satisfaction is more pronounced for blue-collar than for white-collar 
workers. 

Type of occupation and educational attainment interact in an InteresfcJr.i 
manner to affect job satisfaction. For the total group of white youth, there 
Is no difference in degree of joh satisfaction between those who are high 
school dropouts and those who ended their educations with a high school 
diploma. Young men with some college include a slightly higher proportion 
of very satisfied workers than either of these two groups (56 percent 
versus 51 percent). However, within the white-collar group, degree of 
satisfaction is positively related to educational attainment, while within 
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6.2 


Proportion Highly Satisfied with Job, by Type of Occupation and 
Highest Year of School Completed: Employed Males 16-24 Years of 
Age Not Enrolled in School, by Color 


.e 


of 

pation and 
est year of 
ol completed 

WHITES 

1 BLACKS 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Percent who 
like their job 
very much 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Percent who 
like their job 
very much 

5 collar 

HHHIi 

57 

. 94 

48 

is than 12 


51 


64 



55 

31 

29 

or more 


61 

35 

54 

collar 


. .. _49. 

_ . .54? . 

34 

s than 12 

1,288 

51 

296 

36 


l,5i^4 

48 , 

224 

29 

or more 

283 

43 

27 

4l 

(1) 

4,993 

_51 

835 

35 

s than 12 

1,656 

51 

Sfs 

35 


2,442 

51 

319 

32 

Dr more 

894 

' 56 1 

1 

1 

67 

48 


)tal Includes service and farm workers not shown separately. 














the hlue-collar group the relationship is inverse. Hius, It appears that 
degree of satisfaction is related to the appropriateness of one's cducutic-'- 
to his occupational assignment. The numbers of black youth are too sn-All 
in most occupation-education categories to permit a comparable analyiils. 
Nevertheless, it is noteworthy that black youth with less than a hl{^h 
school diploma who are employed in blue-collar Jobs register more 
skisfaction than high school graduates in the same occupational group. 

Although not shown here, tabulations of degree of satisfaction 
cross-classified by age and type of occupation provide no clear evLUntiCf! 
of a relationship between age and Job satisfaction. Most of the occuptitic' 
categories contain too few observations for confident conclusions, flow-'vor. 
in the case of blue-collar workers, young men in their twenties diffi'r 
very slightly from those in their teens in amount of Job satisfacti.im, Of 
the younger age group, 46 percent are highly satisfied compared wllli 4ll 
percent of the older group. In the case of black youth, the corrnnpondiru' 
proportions are 32 and 34 percent. 

In dustry There is variation among industries in the degree of Jtdi 
satisfaction yoiing workers express; but the pattern is nob the soitio for 
blacks and whites, doubtless reflecting differences in the types of .Inhii 
available to the two color groups within industries (Table 6.3). Fiu* 
whites, the degree of satisfaction is perceptibly lower in manufactur In*: 
and in trade than it is in other industry divisions in which the niimhi'r.'s 
of observations are large enough for reliable estimates. In the case of 
blacks, on the other hand, agriculture and construction have small or 
proportions of highly satisfied workers than most other industrior., vrtiil- 
manufacturing stands Just about at the average for all industriGr. and It*!': 
is actually somewhat higher. 

Factor s in Job Satisfaction and Dissatisfaction 

Factor s liked best in current job Another way of approaching (If! 
question of Job satisfaction is to inquire about workers' reacbloiin l.n ti : 
various aspects of fcheir Jobs. Job factors or qualities may be oatcivud.*' i 
as "intrinsic" if they are inseparable from the nature of the work Lti!"U’ 
and extrinsic" if they stem from the job environment . A search of tlf.' 
literature reveals many studies designed to test the controvers:lal llfr.di r.' 
thesis that intrinsic factors are primarily "motivators" which, whou 
are sources of Job satisfaction, but when absent do not cause din.natliifei:t'. ■ 
and that extrinsic factors are "hygienes" which cause dissatlsfactl<ni wiiC-. 
absent, but do not generate satisfaction when present. 1 


1 See, among others: Frederick Herzberg, 


' ° Bernard Mausner, and j-.-n 

Snyderman, ThyfoUvaWot^oJ^ (New York: John Wiley and Sons, Inc., 

Nature of Man (Cleveland: World Publltihl 
Orlando Behling, George Labovitz, and Richard Kosmo, "The Hoirzber^: 
Critical Reappraisal/’ Academy of Management Journal 5 Vol. 
DuaUFno+L Robert House and Lawrence Wigdor'i' "Herzberg' s 

and a Prif • Satisfaction and Motivation: A Review of the £•*' 

Carl Mg-Onnel Psychology. Vol. 20 (Winter, 196?), PP* 369-:- 

Reformiilation Gorlow, "The Herzberg Theory: A Critique 

’ of Applied Psychology. Vol, 51 (August,. 1967)1 F? 


'C 

Ir 

i 


I 'V 


i; 



Table 6.3 Proportion Highly Satisfied with Job, by Hfejor Industry 

Division: Employed Males 16-24 Years of Age, Not Enrolled 
in School, by Color 


WHITES 

1 BLACKS 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Percent who 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Percent who I 

like their job 
very much 

280 

52 

99 

21 

43 

49 

0 

— 

501 

59 

85 

28 

2,004 

48 

302 

‘ 36 

312 

60 

4l 

17 

938 

46 

163 

40 

91 

52 

8 

38 

635 

58 

87 

42 

187 

58 

47 

51 

4,993 

51 

835 

35 


^ajor industry 
iivision 


LGulture, forestry, 
\ fisheries 

.ruction 
'acturing 
iportation and 
flic utilities 
•sale and retail 
,de 
ce 
ces 

G administration 
or average 
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We asked all employed youth: "What are the things you like best 
about your job?" The first-mentioned responses were coded and categoriz< 
as "intrinsic" or "extrinsic" factors. Among the intrinsic factors are 
responses indicating a general liking for the type of work, a feeling 
that the job is important, that it involves a pleasant variety of activil 
and that it permits a degree of autonomy and responsibility. Among the 
factors classified as extrinsic are wages, hours, physical working condi- 
tions, the quality of management, and the character of interpersonal 
relations. All but 1 percent of employed white youth are willing to 
name a quality about their jobs they like best; four out of seven cite 
an intrinsic job factor, while the remainder mention an extrinsic 
characteristic (Table 6,4). Intrinsic qualities are most often cited by 
farm workers (85 percent), professional and technical workers (77 percent 
and craftsmen (62 percent). On the other hand, extrinsic factors are 
selected most frequently by salesmen (6l percent ) and by the men in 
clerical and service occupations (52 and 53 percent , respectively) . 


Overall, there is not much difference between the factors white and 
black youth like best about their jobs, although the black are somewhat 
more likely to be unable to single out any factor (6 percent versus 1 
percent). Of the blacks, 54 percent cite an intrinsic factor (compared 
with 57 percent of the whites) and 40 percent mention an extrinsic factor 
(compared with 42 percent of the whites). However, there are fairly 
pronounced differences when occupation is controlled. In the case of 
white-collar workers, the black youth are more likely than their white 
counterparts to cite intrinsic factors (64 percent versus 58 percent) 
and this color difference is even greater among clerical workers . Among 
manual workers, black youth are somewhat less likely to be Intrinsically 
oriented (53 percent versus 56 percent); this difference is more pronounce 
among craftsmen and is greater still for farm workers. 


Job factors disliked In addition to inquiring about the features 
of their jobs that they especially liked, all employed respondents who 
were not enrolled in school also were asked; "What are the things about 
your job that you don't like so well?" Their responses were classified 
as intrinsic or extrinsic on exactly the same basis as their answers to 
the question about the job factors they liked best. Irrespective of 
nearly half of all employed youth dislike most some extrinsic 
Fv another three-tenths complain of an intrinsic 

t regard any job characteristic 

sns Viio^v 4.-U ^*5). There is almost no difference between whites 

respects, in contrast, our study of mature men found 
to n er-color differences: blacks were less likely than whites 

an intrinsic fa^ctor by 11 percentage points. 2 
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Among white youth, wages and fringe benefits and hours of work are 
extrinsic Job factors most frequently mentioned as undesirable, 
all, each of these accounts for an eighth of all responses, but there 
substantial differences among occupational categories. For example, 
s are a source of dissatisfaction to as many as a fourth of clerical 
ars and a sixth each of professional and technical and service workers, 
le other hand, hours of work are the most objectionable feature in the 
of a fourth of all farm workers, and close to a fifth of nonfarm 
5ers, service workers, and salesmen. 

Black youth are more likely than white to object to their wages and 
likely to focus on hours of work as the principal source of Job 
itisfaction. In all occupational categories in which niunbers are 
i enough for reliable estimates (except farming), the percentage of 
z youth who mention wages or fringe benefits as the most unsatisfactory 
it is larger than the proportion mentioning hours of work. 

Sources of satisfaction and dissatisfaction and degree of satisfaction 
! is a very substantial relationship between the tsrpe of Job factors 
mg man particularly likes and dislikes and the degree of Job satis- 
on he professes. For example, those who cite an intrinsic factor as 
lost satisfying aspect of the Job are far more likely to register high 
ifaction than those who mention an extrinsic factor (Table 6.6). This 
lonship prevails among white youth In white-collar Jobs and among 
collar workers of both color groups. (The number of black youth in 
-collar work who favor extrinsic Job qualities is too small to 
ze.) As an illustration, among white youth employed in blue-collar 
ations, 55 percent of the "intrinsic s, " as contrasted with only 4l 
nt of the "extrlnslcs, " like their Jobe very much. Our evidence 
not support the obverse of this relationship, viz . , that dislike 
xtrinsic factors produces more Job dissatisfaction than dislike for 
nsic factors. Indeed, in view of the important role that intrinsic 
ualities play in Job satisfaction, it is not reasonable to expect 
distasteful intrinsic work qualities necessarily should be unimportant 
oducing Job dissatisfaction. Table 6.7 shows that, among whites, 
fce of extrinsic factors is slightly more likely than dislike of 
nsic factors to be associated with Job dissatisfaction, but the 
lonship is precisely the opposite in the case of the blacks. 

Mthough we are mindful of the substantial differences between the 
3f attitudinal questions on which Herzberg's findings rest^ and 


3 Cf. Herzberg, et al ., The Motivation to Work , pp. 20, l4l. 
srg asked each respondent to think of a time when he felt "exceptionally 
or "exceptionally bad" about his Job and then to identify critical 
?nts that had produced that feeling. Our questionnaire, on the other 
provided only four specific replies to the Job satisfaction query: 
io you feel about the Job you have now? Do you like it very much, 

It fairly well, dislike it somewhat, or dislike it very much?;" and our 
luestions were simply "What are the things you like best about your 
and "What are the things about your Job that you don't like so well?" 
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Table 6.6 Proportion Highly Satisfied with Job, by Type of Occupation 
and Type of Factor Liked Best about Job: Employed Males 

16-2U Years of Age Not Enrolled in School, by Color 


Type of 

WHITES 

1 BLACKS 

occupation and 
type of factor 
liked best 

Total number 
fthousands) 

Percent who 
like their job 
very much 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Percent vs. 
like their 
very Kueh 

White collar 

766 

65 

60 


Intrinsic 

45 

Extrinsic 

557 

46 

34 

54 

Blue collar 



281 

40 

Intrinsic 

1,711 

55 

Extrinsic 1 

1,296 

4l 

223 

29 

Total 

2,742 



! 

Intrinsic 

57 

442 

42 

Extrinsic 

2,035 

44 

' 328 

1 

29 


(1) Total includes service and farm workers not shown separately. 


Table 6.7 Proportion Who Dislike Job, by Type of Occupation and Typo 
of Factor Liked Least about Job: Employed Males 16-211- 
Years of Age Not Enrolled in School, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


Type of occupation 
and type of 
factor liked least 

WHITES 

BLACI 

cs 

' Total number 
(thousands) 

Percent who 
dislike job 

Total number 
(thousands) 

Percent r 
(lislike ;; 

White collar 

1,333 

8 

94 


Intrinsic 

334 

6 


0 

Extrinsic 

638 

13 


6 

Blue collar 

3415 1 

10 


15 - 

Intrinsic 


12 



Extrinsic 

1,388 

l4 



Total 

4,993 

9 


miH 

Intrinsic 

17304 

11 



Extrinsic 

2,268 

13 

380 

mtm 


(1) Total includes service and farm workers not shown separately. 
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those of our survey, it nevertheless seems -worth pointing out that our 
findings appear to be consistent with Herzherg's thesis that intrinsic 
factors are generally the source of job satisfaction. While extrinsic 
characteristics of jobs, if unsatisfactory, can produce dissatisfaction, 
-fchey are generally insufficient, even if attractive, to create feelings 
of satisfaction with the job. 


fl JOS ATTACHMENT 


The early phase of men's work careers has frequently been described 
as a stage of exploration and experimentation in the ' labor market , 
characterized by considerable movement among employers, occupations. 
Industries, and labor market areas. For one thing, merely because of 
their age, men in their late teens and early twenties cannot have accu- 
mulated lengthy service in a job; most of them, therefore, have not yet 
cieveloped the strong economic and psychological ties that are charac- 
teristic of older workers. Furthermore, the premium placed on youth by 
many employers means that opportunities for job shifts are generally 
greater for young workers than for older ones . 

Although younger workers are known to be more mobile than older 
workers in virtually all respects, there is, nevertheless, considerable 
variation among them in the extent to which they move among jobs. One 
of the principal pu 2 ?poses of our longitudinal study is to examine both 
-fclie causes and consequences of this variation. We wish to know, for 
example, what characteristics of young men are associated with the 
■tendency to make job shifts of various kinds or to remain with the same 
employer, in the same occupation, and in the same locality. also 
intend to examine the various pa-tterns of change and stability, and to 
inquire whether any of them are more likely than others to be associated 
with successful accommodation to the labor market, as measured by 
improvement in occupation, income, avoidance of unemployment, attitude 
toward job, and similar factors. 

As a foundation for this longitudinal analysis of mobility, the 
present section explores the mobility propensities of young men between 
the ages of l6 and 24 who have left school and also are employed. Our 
aim here is to ascertain the correlates of a high degree of attachment 
bo current employer. In the follow-up studies, we shall be Interested 
Ln checking the predictive value of our job at-bachment measure and in 
exploring the ways in which propensities to move interact with charac- 
teristics of the labor market environment to produce actual job movement. 

fhe Concept and Measure of Job Attachment 


The concept of job attachment that is being used here, and the 
conceptual framework for analyzing it, have been described at length in 



a previous report.^ Briefly, we mean by job attacbment the converse of 
the economist’s definition of interfirm mobility, that is, the propensity 
of an employed individual to remain with his present employer despite his 
perception of ostensibly more rewarding opportunities elsewhere. Our 
measure of this propensity is based upon the response to a hypothetical 
job offer: "Suppose someone in this area offered you a joh in the some 
line of work you're in now. What would the wage or salary have to be 
for you to be willing to take it?" An identical question was asked 
relating to a hypothetical job somewhere outside the local area. In both 
cases the question was open-ended, and responses were coded in relation 
to current wage rate. Thus, the young men are classified in terms of 
the percentage increase in wage rates which they report would be necessary 
in order to induce them to make (l) an interfirm shift in the same labor 
market area, and (2) a geographic shift to some other area of the country. 

VJe conceive an individual's attachment to his present job to he a 
function of the interaction between his own characteristics, those of 
the job, and the characteristics of the labor market. For example, the 
structure of economic and noneconomic rewards in a job relative to the 
individual’s value hierarchy will influence the way he reacts to another 
joh paying higher wages . But the evaluation made by the employee is 
substantially affected by the character of the labor market. Since he 
has no assurance that the particular joh to which he is reacting will bo 
permanent, his willingness to give up the one he has is bound to be 
influenced by his estimate of the availability of other opportunities, 

The Individual's propensity to move is not, of course, the same 
thing as the objective probability of his leaving his current employer. 

The former is a purely attitudinal variable; the latter is a function 
not only of the worker's attitudes, but of the actual opportunities for 
movement. These, in turn, depend upon: (l) the volume and character 
of job openings, (2) employers' hiring preferences, and ( 3 ) the personal 
characteristics of the worker that determine (a) the extent of his 
knowledge of alternative opportunities, (b) his initiative and vigor in 
seeking them out, and (c) his attractiveness to other employers. In 
other words, no matter how high a worker's propensity to move (l.e., no 
matter how low his attachment), the probability of his actual movemont 
is not necessarily great unless there are other jobs that he knows about 
and unless he is acceptable to other employers. 

Correlates of Job Attachment 


At one extreme, about three-tenths of employed young men l6-24 years 
old who are not enrolled in school are willing to change employers within 
the local area for a wage differential of less than 10 percent above what 
they are currently earning (Table 6.8). At the other extreme, about one 
in seven said he would not change jobs for any wage rate. As would be 
expected, there is greater reluctance to consider a geographic move. 


4 Fames, et al. , op.cit . , pp. 147-153. 
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Only about a seventh of the young men indicate a willingness to take a 
job outside the local area for anything less than a 10 percent increase 
over their current wage rate. As many as a third report that no increase 
would induce them to move (Table 6.9)* 

We do not propose to interpret any of these responses literally. 

It is not necessary to debate, for example, whether the young men who say 
they would not make a geographic shift for any conceivable wage increase 
really mean that, or whether their responses simply reveal limited 
imaginations . Our only purpose is to categorize individuals according 
to their relative degree of attachment to their present employers or, 
what amounts to the same thing, according to their propensity to move. 

We, therefore, assume only that individuals who say that they would move 
for a small (or no) wage increase are less highly attached to their 
current jobs than those who would require a larger increase. The highest 
degree of attachment is attributed to those who say they would not take 
another job at any wage. In most of the analysis that follows, we 
measure the relative attachment of any given group of workers by the 
proportion of these very highly attached individuals it contains. 


Age and color Comparison of the data in Tables 6.8 and 6.9 with 
comparable data for employed men 45-59 years of age supports the generali- 
zation that young men are considerably more mobile than older men. About 
two-fifths of the latter, as compared with only one- seventh of the group 
under consideration here, are highly attached to their employers based 
on a hypothetical job offer in the local labor market. If a geographic 
move is involved, the corresponding proportions are almost three-fifths 
for the older men compared with a third of the youth. 5 This relationship 
between job attachment and age, however, does not appear to obtain within 
the age category of youth. Those in their teens do not differ systematically 
in this respect from those in their twenties. As is true in the case of 
the older male group, whites are more highly attached to their current 
jobs than blacks. The proportion of highly attached employees is one-oixth 
in he case of young whites and one-tenth in the case of the young blacks, 


^ _ Occupation Mong whites, the most pronounced occupational variation 

in job attachment is the relatively low attachment of professional and 
■ workers and the relatively high attachment of managers. Compared 

Wo average of 17 percent, professional and technical workers 

liighly attached workers, and managers and pro- 

otviS percent (Table 6 .IO). Among blacks, on the 

professional and technical workers appear to have a much 
-p " degree of attachment to current job, although the 

persons in the professional and technical category is too 

is Jial conclusion on this matter. If the relationship 

real rather than a result of sampling variation, it is consistent 


5 Ibid . . p, 154 . 
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e 6.10 Proportion Highly Attached to Current Job, by Major Occupation 
Group: Employed Male Wage and Salary Workers l6-24 Years of 
Age, Wot Enrolled in School, by Color 



WHITES 

j BLACKS 1 

Dr occupation 
"oup 


Percent 

highly- 

attached 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

percent 

highly 

attached 

Sessional and technical 
[*arra managers and 

423 

8 

28 

26 

’‘oprietors 

l 8 l 

29 

5 

26 

^ical 

456 

15 

60 

6 

5S 

205 

23 

1 

0 

'tsmen and foremen 

1,050 

21 

101 

13 

natives 

1,560 

IT 

286 

6 

"arm laborers 

442 

13 

158 

12 

rice 

249 

18 

106 

12 

1 

138 

21 

62 

6 

1 or average 

4,746 

1 

17 

821 

10 


i 6.11 Proportion Highly Attached to Current Job, by lype of Occupation 
and Length of Service: Employed Male Wage and Salary Workers 
16-24 Years of Age Not Enrolled in School, by Color 



wHfls" 1 

1 BIAGHS 1 

of occupation and 
th of service (years) 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

highly 

attached 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

highly 

attached 

e collar 
ss than 1 

554 

i4 

62 

11 

2 

505 

16 

23 

22 

or more 

207 

19 

8 

0 

collar 
ss than 1 

1,659 

17 

313 

8 

2 

901 

18 

l48 

12 

Dr more 

493 

19 

83 

3 

ice 

ss than 1 

160 

13 

55 

16 

D 

56 

25 

' 32 

13 

Dr more 

33 

27 

19 

0 

3s than 1 

72 

l4 

36 

4 

2 

30 

32 

12 

0 

Dr more 

31 

39 

12 

17 

L or average 

3s than 1 

2,462 

16 

476 

10 

D 

1,507 

18 

218 

13 

Dr more 

770 

19 

123 

4 
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witl^ a hypothesis advanced in o\ir study of older men — viz . , that when 
hlack men have achieved a relatively advantageous position, they are 
more reluctant than their white counterparts to make a change, presumably 
because they have more to lose if the change does not work out satisfac- 
torily. 

The lover attachment of black youth, as compared with white youtli, 
is not explained by the difference in their distributions among the major 
occupation groups. With the exception of the professional and technical 
category, in which the relationship is reversed, black men show a lower 
proportion of highly attached workers than white men in every category. 

In the case of operatives, where the numbers of both color groups are 
largest, the proportions are 17 percent for the whites and 6 percent for 
the blacks — a difference even greater than the average difference between 
the two groups. 

Length of service For the labor force as a whole, there is 
considerable evidence that the probability of a voluntary job change 
declines substantially as length of service increases. This is so, in 
part, because economic equities in Jobs increase with increasing length 
of service (e.g. , lower susceptibility to lay off and more liberal 
vacations). Moreover, social and psychological bonds are likely to 
become stronger with the passage of time. Among the group of workers 
under consideration here, however, the oldest of whom is only 2h years 
of age, there can be only limited variation in Job tenure; it is, 
therefore, not surprising that there is no pronounced relationship 
between attachment and length of service (Table 6.11). Among whites, 
the proportion of highly attached men, indeed, does increase slightly as 
tenure Increases; while the differences are not statistically significantj 
their regularity gives some support to the belief that they may be real. 
However, among blacks, the relationship between tenure and attacliment 
is not at all regular. Blue-collar workers--the only group large enough 
for confident generalization — with one or two years of service evidence 
greater attachment than those with less than one year; but, those blacks 
with three or more years of service have the lowest degree of attachment. 
These relationships may reflect a slower advancement of blacks relative 
to whites during the several years after hire, but this interpretation 
is purely speculative at this Juncture, 6 


6 In this context, it is worthwhile noting that the differential 
in Job satisfaction between whites and blacks also widens among those In 
the longest tenure category, In the short-tenure group, black workers 
are nearly four-fifths as likely as their white counterparts to be highly 
satisfied; among workers with long tenure, on the other hand, blacks are 
only two-thirds as likely as whites to be highly satisfied. 
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Work attitudes The level of satisfaction that a man expresses in 
i job is not necessarily the same thing as the degree to which he is 
.ached to it, in the sense in which that tern is being used here. The 
.racteristics of the worker, the work situation, and the labor market 
combine to produce a level of attachment different from the level of 
Isfaction. For example, a security- conscious worker may be reluctant 
quit a job in which he has long seniority despite dissatisfaction with 
on other grounds, while an equally dissatisfied worker who is more 
lined to take risks may have less reservation about leaving. Nevertheless, 
would expect to find a fairly strong relationship between these two 
itudinal measures , and such a relationship was , in fact , found among 
older men. 

Young men, also, as Table 6.12 indicates, who like their jobs very 
h are considerably more likely to be highly attached than those who 
ress lesser degrees of enthusiasm. For the total group of whites, 
former are about twice as likely as the latter to reveal high attach- 
b (22 percent versus 11 percent). In the case of the blacks the 
ference is not so great (12 percent versus 8 percent). In the case 
fhite men, the positive relationship between satisfaction and attachment 
its 6unong both white-collar and blue-collar workers; among black, it 
mils only for the white-collar employees. 

[There appears to be a relationship between the extent of a young 
s attachment to his current job and the relative importance he 
Lches to wages versus the congeniality of the work in deciding what 
L of occupation he wants (Table 6.12), Both black and white men, 
ispective of whether they are serving in white- or blue-collar 
ipatlons, who regard wages as more important include a lower percentage 
lighly attached workers than those who stress the importance of liking 
type of work they are doing. The difference is most pronounced in 
case of black men who are serving in blue-collar jobs, where 5 percent 
he extrinsically oriented persons ("good wages") and 12 percent of 
intrinsically oriented ("liking the work") register high attachment, 
g white men, the difference is 8 percentage points in the case of 
e-collar workers (lO percent versus I8 percent) and 5 percentage 
ts in the case of those in blue-collar occupations (l4 percent versus 
ercent). These results are what one intuitively might have expected, 
e it is reasonable to suppose that a person's willingness to con- 
late a job change for more money will be related to the relative 
rtance of monetary rewards in his value hierarchy. Nevertheless, 
hould be noted that this relationship was not found to exist in the 

of the older males. 7 Whether the difference between the two sets 


7 There is another difference between the findings on at t itudinal 
tionships in the two studies. In the case of the older males, we found 
those who liked their current jobs for exclusively intrinsic reasons 
. , factors relating to the nature of the work) were more highly attached 
nelr current employers than those who mentioned exclusively extrinsic 
ors in job satisfaction (i.e,, job attributes such as pay, hours of work, 
leal working conditions, and other factors associated with the particular 
oyer for whom they worked rather than with the type of work they did) . 
p. 161. There is no such systematic relationship evident in the present 

Y. 
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Table 6.12 Proportion Highly Attached to Current Job, by Type of Occupation 
and Selected Work Attitudes: Employed Male Wage and Salary- 
Workers i 6-24 Years of Age, Not Enrolled in School, by Color 



WHITES 

BLACKS 

Type of occupation and 
selected work attitude 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

highly 

attached 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

highly 

attached 

Satisfaction -with job: 
White collar 





Like it very much 

710 

19 

45 

20 

Other 

Blue collar 

552 

11 

48 

4 

t 

Like it ver;^ much 

1>457 

23 

181 


other 

Total (1) 

1,562 

13 

356 

9 

Like it very much 

2,379 

22 

287 

12 , 

Other 

Work motivation 

White collar 

2,318 

11 

522 

8 

Good wages 

229 

10 

30 

5 

Liking the work 

Blue collar 

987 

18 

52 

20 

Good wages 

583 

lU 

270 

5 

Liking the work 
Total (l) 


19 

252 

12 

Good wages 


14 

384 

7 

Liking the -work 

— 

3,693 

19 

393 

12 


(l) Total includes service and farm workers, who are not shown separately. 
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results stems from a difference in the wording of the question in the 
studies or from other factors cannot be said, at least at the present. 

Potential geographic mobility There are interesting relationships 
een responses to the hypothetical job offers Inside and outside the 
,1 labor market area (Table 6.13). As would he expected, there is a 
ounced relationship between the two measures of attachment to current 
For example, of those who are highly attached to current job as 
ured by reaction to alternatives inside the local labor market, fully 
e-quarters would not consider a job outside the area at any conceivable 
In contrast, of those who would be willing for some wage increase 
hange jobs within the area, slightly over a fourth would refuse to 
out at any price. This pattern prevails for both whites and blacks. 

What is more Interesting than this relationship, however, are the 
ptions to it. Of the three-quarters of a million white youth who 
so firmly wedded to their current employers that they indicate an 
llingness to move to another job within the area at any conceivable 
, a fourth are apparently willing to change employers if such a shift 
Lves leaving the area. A similar proportion obtains in the case of 
Dlacks. It is believed generally that the barriers to geographic 
nent are more pronounced than those that, inhibit other types of job 
3S, This is doubtless true when judged by the frequency of various 
3 of job moves made by the labor force as a whole. Nevertheless, 
jresent evidence indicates that a far from negligible number of 
5 workers are more willing to change employers if at the same time 
can escape the community than they are to move within the same area. 

Other characteristics We had hypothesized that the attachment of 
mg man to his current job would be influenced by the state of his 
.h; specifically, that employed men with health limitations would 
'est an above-average reluctance to change employers, while remaining 
10 same type of work, because of a higher-than-average concern for 
ecurity. However, tabulation of these variables (not shown here), 
no systematic relation between health and attachment. Similarly, 
d anticipated that degree of attachment would be related to marital 
s and number of dependents. In this case, we were prepared to find 
r relationship, since the presence of dependents should make a 
man more security conscious (and th\is more highly attached) and 
money conscious (and thus less hi^ly attached). The data, however, 
no consistent relationship between the two variables. We also were 
r disappointed at the absence of a relationship between level of 


B In the study of the older males, the question on which this 
ble was based was "What would you say is the more important thing 
any job — good wages or liking the kind of work you are doing?" 
s present study, the question reads "What would you say is the 
Important thing to you in deciding what kind of work you want to 
to, good wages or liking the work?" 
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Table 6.13 Reaction to Hypothetical Job Offer Outside Local Area, tv Pc. 

to Hypothetical Job Offer Inside Area: Employed Male L,"’ 

Salary Workers l6-24 Years of Age, by Color ' ^ 

(Percentage distribution) 


Reaction to Job offer inside area 


Would accept Would not 
for wage 
increase of 10 
percent or more 
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ployment in the 'Loca’l 'iahor market and def^ree of Job attnchinont , 

2 we had hypothonl/od that low pmomploymonb toI:oh wou^ld bo ajinodatod 
low atbachmouf; on the p;rouuc1 that workoro would be Icfu; security 
iioua in a t:ii>:hl' Habor market, and I, hue raoi'c wilLlnp to rLsk a chanpe 
nployor. Tlie abneneo of u rolatLondhJ.]) may be alvtributnblc to the 
that our unemployment mearnn'o wao baficd on i960 data. Wo intend to 
Liie thJrj quont ion apain wlion the I967 data become available to ur. . 

There .lo dome ov.l.ci(!nco t.liat mcni whono I’amllJofi have lieon roaidentu 
jrth America for at leant tln'oc* (anie rat Iona may have w(jakcr Job 
’hmentfi than thone wliofKj f,'am!.ll('n omip, rated more roooni.ly from 
)e (Table 6, iJl)* dn,uK5 .reilat.lonahlx) war. found to oxiot amonp men 

) 59 yearn of npe/'^ 'I'hunt! flndi.nffn are of tntoront beeaune they 
3sb that the preater mobill l,y of lJuitod Htaton worko.va an oompared 
their ]ilu'ro])ean couptei'partn tliat nemo obnorvorn have noted-*-^^ may 
3ot Jntanp;ll);!c' oull.ural dil.'f(U.*on(!on an well an in l.eT.'nat tonal dli'- 
icon .In .labor market, iluntitutknir, . 


1 6. Hi- I'rojiort.lon Ilipltly At.t.aehod to (.hirreul. .lol>, by Tyj>e of 
Oeeupai.iou an<l Nal.lonalU.y: Kiiip.'loyed White Male Wape 
and .'Salary Worker.". l(i~S!l| Yearn of Ap,o Not. Mnro'llcKl in 

li(ilK)C) I. 


of oeuu])ation 
lat.! onal livy 

T(»ta.l numlier 
( l.hoiinaudn) 

l*erof:nt hiphly 
atd.ached 

i collar 



). or Canada 

YY 5 

.1.3 

'opo 

PH 9 

8 J| 

lor 

189 

16 

collar 


J .6 

!. or (Janada 

:’,;'()9 

'op.o 

6 f!}t 

88 

ler 

819 

18 

. or avorape (;i) 


16 

!. or Canada 


'Ope 

1 ,CX )8 

88 

ler 

457 

16 


Total includoB norvlco and farm workorc not nhown Boparatoly. 


9 Ibid . . p. 161. 

.0 Gladys L, Palmer, "Contrasts in labor Market Behavior in Northern 
le and the United States," Industrial and I.abor Relations Review , July, 
PP. 519-532. 
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Ill SUMMARY 


In view of the serious labor market problems of youth, it is somewhat 
reassuring that an overwhelming majority of employed young men express 
positive feelings about their jobs --90 percent of the whites and 85 
percent of the blacks. These proportions, it should be noted, are only 
slightly smaller than the proportions of employed men between the ages 
of 45 and 59 who profess to like their jobs (93 percent of the whites 
and 91 percent of the blacks). The differences between the two age groupa 
become more pronounced, however, especially for the blacks, when one 
compares the proportions of highly satisfied workers, i.e* » those who 
say that they like their jobs very much . Among the youth, these highly 
satisfied workers comprise 51 percent of the whites and 35 percent of the 
blacks, compared with 58 percent and 5 I percent, respectively, of the 
older group of white and black workers. Youth in white-collar jobs aro 
more likely than blue-collar workers to register very high satisfaction. 
This is particularly true for black youth. Irrespective of occupational 
category, the blacks are substantially less likely than the whites to 
register high satisfaction. This, Incidentally, also is different from 
the pattern manifested hy the 45-59 year age group, among whom the 
relatively smaller overall inter-color differential in satisfaction tended 
•fco disappear when type of occupation was controlled. 

When asked what they particularly like about their jobs, most 
youth — almost three-fifths — cite factors pertaining to the nature of bholr 
work (intrinsic). As might be expected, there are occupational differences 
in these proportions; but, surprisingly, among white youth there is 
virtually no difference between the blue-collar and the white-collar 
groups as a whole. For example, among the whites, 58 percent of the 
•white-collar and 56 percent of the blue-collar workers report liking boot 
some intrinsic quality of their job. Yet, within the white-collar group, 
this proportion ranges between 39 percent (sales workers) and 77 percent 
(professional and technical workers ) ; among blue-collar workers it rangofj 
from 52 percent (operatives) to 62 percent (craftsmen). 

Young men are more articulate about the characteristics of their 
jobs that they like than about those they dislike. While almost none 
fail to mention at least one factor that they like, about a fourth are 
silent when asked to mention job characteristics that they "don't like 
so well." Of those who do respond, a substantial majority focus on 
extrinsic factors, principally wages and fringe benefits and hours of 
work. There is an association between the job factors young men mention 
as being especially pleasing and the degree of satisfaction they have in 
their jobs; those who emphasize intrinsic qualities as the most attractive 
aspects of their jobs are more likely to be highly satisfied than those 
who refer to extrinsic factors. 

On the basis of their reactions to hypothetical job offers, young 
men between the ages of I 6 and 24 who are no longer in school e'^dence 
considerable mobility, especially as compared with men in their forties 
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i fifties. Three-fourths of the young men, as contrasted with only 
3-fifths of the older group, report a willingness to move from one job 
another in the local labor market for any wage increase up to 50 
:cent. In the case of a shift involving a change of residence, the 
?ference is even more pronounced: about two-fifths ,of the young men, 

; only one-fifth of the older group, state that they would make such 
lOve in response to a wage differential of nip to 50 percent. In spite 
the greater willingness of youth in general to accept Job changes in 
i locality than outside of it, it is particularly interesting to note 
it a sizeable number of young men state that they would take a new Job 
^ if it involved leaving town, 

There is little, if any, variation in Job attachment according to 
! and length of service within the rather narrow age limits under 
sideratlon. None of the young men have accumulated enough tenure in 
ir Jobs for length of seivice to manifest the strong influence that 
does in the case of older men. As would be expected, degree of 
isfaction with one’s Job is related to level of attachment, but there 
enough variation to confirm our theoretical expectation that these 
different dimensions of Job attitude. It is possible for highly 
isfied workers, in other words, to have relatively low attachment; 
versely, workers less than completely satisfied can be highly attached, 
ther attitudinal measure related to degree of Job attachment is the 
ative importance attached to wages versus the intrinsic character of 
work. Those who place the fomer higher in their value „scale are 
e likely than those who emphasize the latter to indicate a willingness 
move for higher wages. 

Black youth appear to be less highly attached to their current Job 
n their white counterparts. The differentials tend to exist in 
tually all tabulations, and seem to be stronger and more persistent 
a those that characterized the older men. Nevertheless, as was also 
3 for the older group, among youth in professional and technical Jobs 
re is virtually no color differential in attachment. 

We cannot, of course, be certain that our measure of Job attachment 
really measuring propensity to make interfirra moves. This question, 
3ther with the test of ovir conceptual framework, will be Important 
Jects for investigation in our follow-up studies of the age cohort. 
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CHAPTER SEVEN* 


EDTCATIOML AND OCCUPATIOKAl ASPIRATIONS 


An important objective of our longitudinal study of young men is to 
lin a better understanding of the process of occupational choice. We 
:cept the view expressed by many students of the subject that occupational 
loice is actually a developmental process beginning in early childhood and 
reiving through a sequence of life stages; that it involves a series of 
jcisions related to education and work made over a period of years; that 
/ is largely irreversible, since decisions at any point in time frequently 
•e circumscribed by previous ones; and that the total process — involving 
)le playing, exploratory experiences, and possibly counseling — generally 
Qminates in a compromise between an individual's tastes, preferences, 
id capacities and the realities of the job market. ^ 

A good portion of this process can actually be observed by means of a 
ve-year longitudinal study of the age group under consideration. 

(nerally speaking, yoxmgsters at the lowest end of our age cohort are 
ist beginning their high school careers, but at the end of the five-year 
iriod will either be in the labor market, in the military service, or in 
liege. Those in their late teens, as our study opens, have either 
ready started their work careers or are in college; in either case, the 
st majority of them will have begun their work careers by the time the 
udy ends. Those at the upper limit of the age cohort are almost all 
rrently in the labor market; at the end of the period they will be 
proaching 30 years of age, by which time one would expect the phase of 
bor market exploration and experimentation to have been completed and 
cupational commitment to have become reasonably firm. Thus, by following 
e educational and work careers of these several subsets of the total 
oup over a five-year period, we should be able to observe almost the 
tire range of decisions that, collectively, constitute "occupational 


This chapter was written by Robert C. Mlljus. 


1 For further elaboration of occupational choice theory see: Ell 

nzberg, The D evelopment of Human Resources (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1966), 
. 4; David VI Tiedeman and Robert P. O'Hara, Career Development : Choice 
a Adjustment , College Entrance Examination Board, Research Monograph, 

. 3 >1963; Donald E. Super, et al . , Career Development; Self-Concept 
5ory , College Examination Board, Research Monograph, No. 4, 1963; 

H. Form and D. C. Miller, "Occupational Career Pattern as a Sociological 
strument," American Journal of Sociology (January, 1949)? PP* 317-329* 
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choice." Moreover, we ej^ect to “be able to describe and, hopefully, to 
account for the extent to which aspirations and plans are modified by 
actual experience both in school and in the labor market. Our purpose 
in this chapter is to set the stage for the longitudinal analysis by- 
addressing ourselves to the following two questions: (l) What are the 
educational and occupational aspirations of youth l4-17 years old enrolled 
in school, and how realistic do these aspirations appear to be? (2) What 
demographic, social, and educational factors appear to be related to 
variations in the occupational goals of this group?2 

The educational goals of youngsters enrolled in school were 
ascertained by asking them how much more education they would like to 
get. Responses indicating a desire for education beyond high school were 
coded as two years of college (completing junior college or eq.ul valent ) , 
four years of college (a baccalaureate degree), six years of college 
(master's degree or equivalent), or seven or more years of college 
(Ph.D.j M.D., law degree, etc,). In addition, respondents were asked, 

"As things now stand, how much more education do you think you will 
actually get?" and these responses were coded In the same way. 

Occupational goals were ascertained by means of the following 
question: "Now I would like to talk to you about your future job plans, 
What kind of work would you like to be doing when you are 30 years old?" 
^ere the response was some occupation other than the one in which the 
(enployed) young man was currently serving, he was asked how good a chance 
e thou^t he had of actually getting into such work. Irrespective of the 
answer to this question, all respondents were asked what type of work they 

thought they would be doing at age 30 if they could not achieve their 
first choice. 


I — educational aspirations and expectations 


Educational Aspirations 


high school-^o-^whom^Q';^!!"^'^ years of age enrolled in either elementary or 

0»i 726 SrSS Of ?h. ShJjI ^ 

satLfirSfa hiS^Sool'dSvi^ ’•111 

1 percent of the vhite vott+h ^ small fraction— under 

school before acqulrin/a h. u of the black — want to leave 

rare acwlrrng a high school diploma. Virtually Identical 


report for both nethodoloeioai sronp of students In the present 

numerous and sufficiently homocfin ^^easons. They are sufficienUi 

attainment to permit rellabJ^t respect to age aud educational 

critical formative stage of their Moreover, these youth are in the 

are beginning to crystallize an,^ Planning, when occupational goals 

and extent of addition^ XaWon f decisions about the nature 

i/ion am being made. 
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rtions of white and "black youth express a desire for two years of 
ge (l2 and l4 percentj respectively) and for four years of college 
nd 42 percentj respectively). But twice as large a proportion of 
s as of blacks want more than, a baccalaureate degree (l8 percent 
s 9 percent). 


7.1 Educational Aspirations: Males l4-17 Years of Age 
Enrolled in Elementary or High School, by Color 

(Percentage distribution) 


sr of years of 
ition desired 

’WHITES 

BLACKS 

TOTAL 

than 12 

1 

2 

1 


26 

34 

27 


12 

l4 

12 


44 

42 

43 

than 16 

18 

9 

16 

;al percent 
)al number 

100 

100 

100 

.housands ) 

5,298 

827 

6,125 


’he educational aspirations of those still in school, if realized, 
imply a rate of college exposure for the entire l4 to 17 year age 
. that is substantially higher than that actually achieved in recent 
As evident from the data in Table 7*lj a- total of over 4,3 million 
•outh 14-17 years of age, currently enrolled in elementary and high 
., would like to enter college. In addition, there are approximately 
. million youth in this same age category who are, currently enrolled 
lege. Thus, a total of 4,8 million youth (66 percent) of the 7»3 
n in the age cohort currently are enrolled in college or want to be 
finishing high school. This compares with about 4l percent of the 
age group who either currently are enrolled or have completed a 
r more of college. Hence, if the desires expressed by the current 
age group were to 1)6 realized, the proportion of the 20-24 age group 
ome college would increase by 25 percentage points over the hext six 
This is a much greater increase than Is probable even taking into 
t the substantial increases in college enrollments that have occurred 
ent years. 3 


Between 1964 and 1967 the proportion of males 20-24 years of age 
d completed at least one year of college increased from 33 percent to 
cent, U. S. Department of Commerce, Current Population Reports , 

P-20, No. 169, pp. 9-10; No. 138, pp. 10-11. 
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One arrives at a rather different picture, however, hy looking at the 
l4-15 year olds and the l6-17 year olds separately (Table 7*8). Of those 
currently in elementary and hi^ school, the "college aspiration rates" of 
these two age categories are very close — 72 percent for the younger group 
and 70 percent for the older group. But these percentages convey a 
misleading impression so far as the age categories as a whole are concerned, 
since a larger proportion of the 16-17 year olds than of the l4~15 year olds 
are already in college and also because a larger proportion of the older ago 
group has withdrawn from school entirely, either upon graduating from high 
school or by dropping out before completing their secondary education. When 
both these factors are taken into account, the "college aspiration rate" for 
the total group of l4-15 year olds turns out to be perceptibly higher than 
for the 16-17 year olds — 71 percent versus 62 percent.^ 

This has two ijiplications. First, it means either that there has been 
a very rapid rise in aspiration levels over the past two years such that 
the educational goals of the current crop of l4-15 year olds are higher 
than those which the current 16-17 year cohort would have expressed two 
years earlier or, what seems more likely, that the educational goals of 
yowigsters change sometime between l4 and 1? years of age. Second, if 
the latter explanation of the difference between the two age groups is 
valid, it means that using the aspiration rate for the entire 14-1? year 
age group rather overstates the desires of the group as of the time they 
are actually in a position to implement a decision to go to college. ^ 


4 The relationship between the four ratios alluded to in this 
paragraph is specified by the following identity. For any age group let 
be the proportion of students in elementary or high school who aspire 
to go to college, X 2 the proportion of the age group not in school, Xo 
e proportion enrolled in college, and X 4 the proportion of the age group 
who either are enrolled in college or aspire to go to college. Then, 

Xh = Xi (I-X 2 -X 3 ) + X 3 

fn Students in elementary and high school aspire 

Sif percentage point increases in both Xp and X, 

Will cause Xi^ to decrease. ^ 

increLe ^ f ® overstated, it follows that the relative 

also is ratio necessary to accommodate aspiratior 

SSuLcS no1 on?; increase is 

year age grout) h?+ aspirations within the l4-17 

proportion with aomp ^ years or older the 

18-19 veara olfl he; decreases as age increases: 48 percent of men 

lUl IZl S?^are SS f 38 parent of men 

accommodate th? asplratiOL^S'^thf Thus, to 

38 '>y 18-19 year olds, 

those realized by the 22-24 yL^oldl ^ percent over 
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Table 7.2 Aspired and Escpected College Enrollment Eatlos, by Age: Males l4-17 Years of Age, by Color 
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Educational Expectations 


But the matter does not stop here, since a far from negligible 
number of the young teenage students themselves realize that their educa- 
tional aspirations are scmiewhat unrealistic (Table 7i2). When they talk 
about what they expect, rather than what they would like to have, only 
63 percent of the ag^cohort enrolled in elementary and high school regard 
themselves as candidates for college, as compared with the 7I percent who 
say they would like to go. Adjusting for those already attending college 
and for those not enrolled in school, this amounts to an expected enroll- 
•"ent ratio for the entire age cohort of about 59 percent— 6l percent for 
le whites and 47 percent for the blacks. 

As was true in the case of the "aspired enrollment rate," there also 
a fairly substantial difference in "expected enrollment rate" between 
,e 14-15 year olds and the 16-17 year olds. For both color groups 
mbined, the expected enrollment rate of the older group is 56 percent 
mpared with 62 percent for the younger group. The corresponding figures 
r the whites are 58 percent and 64 percent j for the blacks, 45 percent 
d 49 percent. 

Using as a criterion the achieved college enrollment rates for tlie 
-I9 year olds who are no longer in high school, the expectations of 
e current crop of 16-I7 year olds do not appear to he unrealistic, at 
ast for the whites. Among all white youth 16-I7 years old, as has been 
en, 56 percent either are currently enrolled in college or are in 
ementary or high school and expect to have some college education, 1'hls 
mpares with 51 percent of the total group of I8-I9 year olds who are 
ther currently enrolled or have had some college work.^ However, there 
less reason, to be sanguine about the prospects of the black youth 
alizing their expectations. Only 24 percent of the I8-19 year olds 
ther axe enrolled in college or have had some college work, but the 
pectatlon rate of the I6-I7 year olds is 45 percent. 

Thus far the discussion of the relationship between educatioijal 
pirations and expectations has focused exclusively on the difference 
tween the desire and the expectation of achieving some exposure to 


6^ Two Important omissions cause this statistic to be biased. First, 
-re is a downward bias because it does not include high school students 
this age group who eventually will go to coUege, Second, there may 

opposite direction caused by the fact that the percentage 
» loac Tiir population, since our data indicate that veterans 

ip * college than nonveterans and since a substantial 
tirelv armed forces. However, It is 

r alter fheao Tina+^ changes in draft regulations or other factors 

?oSSt ^ relationships between veteran status and college 
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Lege. This tends to imderstate the number whose aspirations exceed 
Lr expectations, however, since a good number of those who expect to 
to college, nevertheless do not anticipate getting as much education 
bhey desire (Table 7*3)* Considering white youth, for example, only 
Dercent of all those who aspire to some college study do not expect 
achieve their goals. However, of those who want a baccalaureate degree, 
-fifth do not expect to achieve it. Of those who would like some 
iuate education, almost three out of ten expect to be disappointed. 

In the case of the blacks, the pattern is similar. While, overall, 

5 than a fifth of those who aspire to some college study do not expect 
ret beyond high school, almost three out of ten who want college 
'ees expect to stop short of them, and over a fifth of those who want 
jroceed to graduate studies do not expect to do so. As is implied by 
foregoing, the difference between expectations and aspirations is 
‘What greater for the blacks than for the whites. However, this is 
sly the result of the larger proportion of blacks than of whites who 
set to be disappointed in their quest for a college degree. Actually, 
lively more blacks than whites who aspire to two years of college or 
;raduate work ej^pect to fulfill their aspirations. 


OCCUPATIONAL ASPIRATIONS 


red Occupation at Age 3Q 

Table 7.4 shows how white and black youth enrolled in each of the 
years of high school are distributed according to the occupation 
hope to be in at age 30- Neglecting for a moment the implications 
he overall distribution and focusing on comparisons by color and by 
in school, several Interesting observations can be made. First, 
rge majority of youngsters in each year of school are able and 
Ing to state a specific occupational goal, but as many as a fifth 
he total group are not. This proportion is considerably higher 
g freshmen (over one-fourth) than among seniors (about one-eighth), 
s rather curious that the decline in the proportion of young men who 
as yet undecided about the occupation they wish to pursue is not 
inuous. There is a perceptible drop between freshmen and sophomores 
another between juniors and seniors, but not much difference between 
e In their sophomore and junior years. 

Second, there is not a great deal of difference between the occupa- 
al aspirations of white and black youth- -certainly not nearly so 
as there is between actual occupational distributions of 30-year-old 
ks and whites currently in the labor force. Black youngsters, 
icularly those in their freshmen and sophomore years, appear to he 
^■hat more likely than whites to be able to specify an occupational 
, But of all those who do indicate their preference, the pattern 
lolce is remarkably similar between the two color groups. Of those 
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Table 7*3 


Amount of Education Youth Expect to Receive, "by Educational 
Aspirations: Jfeles l 4-17 Years of Age Enrolled in Elementary 
or School Who Have College Aspirations, by Color 


(Percentage distribution) 


Amount of 
education 
expected 
(years) 

Ik years 

16 years 

More than 
16 years 

1 

Total or 
average 

! 


WHi: 

PES j 

12 or less 

27 

12 

3 

12 

lU 

72 

8 

3 

17 

16 

2 

79 

22 

53 

More than I6 

0 

2 

72 

18 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total number 





(thousands) 

625 

2,289 

926 

3,840 


BLACKS 

12 or less 

1 

24 

19 

4 

18 

l 4 

74 

8 1 

8 

22 1 

16 

2 

72 

10 

49 

More than I6 

0 

1 

TQ 

11 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 , 

Total nunber 





(thousands) 

111 

348 

72 

531 
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who specify an occupational goal, 59 percent of the whites and 53 percent 
of the blacks aspire to professional or technical Jobs; 10 percent and 
12 percent, respectively, hope to be in other white collar Jobs 7 Skilled 
manual work is mentioned by l8 percent of the whites and 20 percent of 
the blacks. Very few of the youth- -9 percent of the whites and 5 percent 
of the blacks --aspire to service work, farm occupations, or occupations 
in the military. 

A third observation based on the data in Table 7*4 is that, except 
for the increasing proportion of youth who decide upon an occupational 
goal as they progress through high school, there is not much difference 
in the occupational aspirations of youngsters who are in different years 
of high school. The notable exception to this generalization, as has 
already been implied, is the substantial difference between the aspirations 
of black youngsters in their freshman year and those in the higher grades, 
Considering only those black youth who specify occupational goals, freshmen 
are less likely than those in higher grades to aspire to white-collar 
occupations and are correspondingly more likely to choose blue-collar 
occupations. The fact that this difference exists for the blacks, but 
not for the whites, may mean that high school has a greater effect on 
black than on white youth in creating an awareness of white-collar life 
styles . 

Perhaps the most striking feature of the occupational aspirations 
of the hi^ school youth is the substantial proportion who would like to 
be in professional or technical occupations when they reach 30 years of 
age. Overall, ahnost half of the youngsters --47 percent of the whites 
and 44 percent of the blacks — specify a type of work that falls in the 
professional and technical major occupation group. Given that only 
about one- eighth of employed males currently serve in these occupations, 
and that even among the best-educated age cohort 25 to 34 years of age 
the proportion is only 1? percent,® it is virtually certain that the 


7 In his questionnaire svirvey of a national sample of school youth, 
Janes S. Coleman also found the educational and occupational aspirations 
of Negro youth (twelfth grade in high school) to be quite high, and in 
many cases, similar to those of white youth. See his Equality of Educa - 
tional Opportunity (Washington: U.S. Government Printing Office, 19^), 
pp. 217-333* For summaries of other research comparing white and black 
aspirations see: Meyer Weinberg, Desegregation Besearch: An Appraisal 
(Bloomington, Indiana: Phi Delta Kappa, 1968), Chapter 3; and William 

P, Kuvlesky and Michael P, Lever, Occupational Status Orientations of 
Negro Youth; Annotated Abstracts of the Eesearch Literature , Texas 
A&M University, Department of Agricultural Economics smd Sociology 
Technical Report No, 67-2, June, 1967, pp. 24-38. 

8 Ccanputed from U.S. Department of labor, Labor Force and Employment 
in 1965 , Special Labor Force Report No. 69, Table C-8, p. A-23^ 
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ires of substantial nvanbers of the youth under consideration will not 
fulfilled, even allowing for a continuation of recent trends In the 
upatlonal structure of the labor force. 

ationship between Occupational and Educational Aspirations 

In the aggregate, the occupational aspirations of students l4-17 
rs of age appear to be commensvirate with the aanount of additional 
2 ation that the total age group desires, but there are some anomalies 
1 educational and occupational goals are related (Table 7*5) • The 62 
3ent of the white and 51 percent of the black youth who want college 
fees are not far out of line with the 52 and 48 percent, respectively, 
aspire to professional and managerial occupations. The overwhelming 
arlty of those who want to be in wbite-collar jobs at age 30 hope to 
sr college — 90 percent of the whites and 84 percent of the blacks. 

36 who want to be in blue-collar occupations are much less likely to 
fc to have any formal education beyond high school — 36 percent of the 
jes and 42 percent of the blacks . But one wonders about the relatively 
1 proportions of those with blue-collar aspirations who, nevertheless, 

? to have college degrees. This proportion is 20 percent in the case 
she whites and 27 percent in the case of the blacks. In fact. Included 
shese totals are 3 percent of each color group who want to obtain more 
1 four years of college. This entire question of the relationship 
reen educational and occupational aspirations is one to which we 
jct to give more attention when we have an opportunity to examine the 
ipational data at the 3 -digit level of detail. 

It is noteworthy that youngsters who are as yet undecided about the 
ipation they wish to pursue, nevertheless, are able to indicate the 
mt of education they wish to obtain. Moreover, among white youth, 
le undecided about the specific type of work they desire have educational 
-s not far different from the average, except for a smaller proportion 
want more than four years of college. On the other hand, among black 
.h undecided about occupations, there Is a considerably higher-than-average 
lortlon who do not aspire to any college work. 

ictations of Achieving Occupational Goals 

One suspects that wanting to be in a particular occupation at age 
,s not the same thing to many teenagers as actually expecting to be 
.hat occupational role. ^As has been seen, there are fairly substantial 
larlties between educational aspirations and esqpectations , which 
itless affect the prospects of a young man's being able to prepare 
elf for the occupation he most desires. 

A substantial nvunber of youngsters who are able to name the occupa- 

In which they would like to be at age 30 do not think their chances 
.chleving this goal are very good (Table 7*6). Overall, about three-tenths 
he youngsters, irrespective of color, perceive their chances of 
evlng the desired occupation to be only fair or poor. Surprisingly, 
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Table 7 >5 Educational Aspirations, by Occupation Desired at Age 30* 

l4-17 Years of Age Enrolled in Elementary or High School, by Col 

(Percentage distribution) 


Educational 
aspirations (years) 

White 

collar 

Blue 

collar 



Service 
and farm 

Don’t know^^) 

Total. 

averi; 


WHITES 

12 or less 

10 

1 ' " 

64 

49 

30 

T‘ 

14 

9 

l6 

17 

l4 

r 

l6 

52 

17 

28 

49 

1 

*1’ 

More than l6 

29 

3 

7 

7 

1: 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1ft 

Total number 






(thousands) 

2,797 

1,031 

265 

1,204 



BLACKS 

12 or less 

l6 

58 

46 

53 

< 

14 

13 

l4 

24 

12 

li 

l6 

56 

24 

31 

33 

i" 

More than l6 

15 

3 

0 

2 


Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

1ft; 

Total number 






(thousands ) 

— 

4l4 

223 

19 

171 

3^’ 


(l) Don't know Includes both don’t know and not ascertained. Of this group 
fewer than 1 percent do not know their educational goals. 
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the degree of confidence they express in their ability to achieve their 
occupational goals is largely independent of the major occupation group 
of the type of work they desire. Among whites, the proportion of youngst^^ 
describing their chances as fair or poor ranges between 24 and 30 for 
all occupational aspiration categories in which numbers are large enough 
for a reliable estimate. Among blacks, in the categories with sufficient^,, 
large numbers of observations for reliable estimates, the range is equally^ 
narrow— from 28 to 34 percent. It is especially interesting that those 
who aspire to professional or technical jobs are generally as confident 
as those with other occupational goals of realizing their ambitions, IMs 
is true for both white and black youth. 

There is little if any tendency for black youth to be more pessimistic 
than white youth about achieving their occupational goals. Eleven percent 
of the black teenagers, as compared with l4 percent of the white, regard 
their chances to be "excellent") and 32 percent of the blacks, compared 
with 30 percent of the whites, say their chances are only fair or poor. 
Among those who are looking forward to blue-collar jobs, black youth are 
actually somewhat more optimistic about achieving their goals than the 
white. 


A variety of reasons is given by those who think the chance of 
attaining their specified occupational goal is only fair or poor (Table 
7.7). Overall, in about one case in six the cause of the doubt appears 
to be not a perceived obstacle to the attainment of the goal, but rather 
the feeling on the part of the youngster that he may change his mind. 

On the other hand, about 30 percent of the youth cite academic deficiencies 
as the source of their doubts about attaining occupational goals , This 
is most commonly mentioned by those aspiring to white-collar jobs. There 
is an interesting difference between whites and blacks in this respect. 
Among whites, poor grades are more likely than among blacks to be singled 
out as the harrier to the achievement of occupational goals. Thus, 
among those aspiring to white-collar jobs who feel that their chances 
are only fair or poor, 22 percent of the whites allude to poor grades 
an percent to lack of education") among blacks the corresponding 
proportions are 12 and 22 percent. 


Reasons for Preferred Occupations 

their specific occupational goal, a great 
irrespective of color Indicate that Intrinsic 
importLt the work,''"find it enjoyable") are most 

mention Intrin^TP -po and. 71 percent of the blacks 

abilitv to that they have the necessary talent or 

oocTOaU™ ^ of the 

blacks (8 nercsnt^ nr. economic reasons is small. 

ce as likely as whites to mention this reason. 
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Table 7 • 7 


Reasons for Doubts about Realizing Occupational Goals, by Type 
of Occupation Desired at Age 30: Males 1^-17 Years of Age 
Enrolled in High School Whio Believe Chances of Attaining 
Occupational Goals Are Fair or Poor, by Color (l) 

(Percentage distribution) 


Reason for 
doubts 

White 

collar 

Blue 

collar 

Other (2) 



Total or 
average 


WHITES 

Poor grades 

22 

9 

6 

18 

Lack Of education 

16 

8 , 

1 

13 

Lack of experience 

5 

20 

17 

9 

May change mind 

16 

21 

17 

17 

All others 

41 

42 

59 

43 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total number 





(thousands) 

810 

275 

' 81 

1,242 


BLACKS 

Poor grades 

12 

4 

0 

9 

Lack of education 

22 

16 

25 

21 

Lack of experience 

10 

50 

25 

21 

May change mind 

19 

5 

25 

15 

All others 

37 

24 

25 

33 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total number 





(thousands ) 

132 

50 

4 

193 


(1) Excludes those wno were unable to name an occupation desired at age 30 
and those who desire an occupation that is the same as their current or 
last occupation. 

(2) Other includes service, farm, and armed forces occupations not shovm 
separately. 
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CORRELATES OF HIGH OCCUPATIONA^ASPIRATIM 


As has been seen, ateost half of the young teenage males l4-17 years 
of age who are enrolled in high school aspire to occupations In the pro- 
fessional and technical category. In this section, we investigate the 
factors that appear to be associated with the choice of high status 
careers . The professional and technical occupation group is talcen to 
represent "high status" jobs because, for the labor force as a whole, 
it contains a higher proportion of college educated workers than any 
Other occupational category and because average earnings are higher than 
in any other category. 


Family Background 

The likelihood of a high school youth's aspiring to a professional 
technical career is directly related to the degree of urbanization of 
the community in which he lives (Table 7.8).^ Among whites, rural fam 
youth have the smallest percentage with such aspirations (34 percent) 
followed by those in towns or small cities (48 or 49 percent), and those 
in large cities (54 percent) and suburbs (51 percent). The pattern for 
black youth is very much the same, although rural nonfarm youth are 
slightly less likely than those on farms to want to he professional or 
technical workers. There are not enough black youth living in suburbs 
to provide a meaningful estimate. Some of these differences in occupa- 
tional aspirations between rural and urban youth are doubtless attributable 
to variations in character of education, socioeconomic status, and value 
systems. In addition, the environment of the latter brings a much larger 
number and variety of occupations to their attention. Hence, urban youth 
are more likely to learn about the content of these occupations , thsir 
status in the prestige hierarchy, their rewards and satisfactions, and 
their entry requirements. 

Socioeconomic status of family, as reflected by the type of occupation 
of head of household when the youth was l4 years of age, has a pronounced 
effect on the occupational aspirations of the young men under consideration. 
Sons of white-collar workers are more likely than those of blue-collar 
workers to aspire to professional or technical careers. In the case of 
whites, the respective proportions are 55 percent and 45 percent} for the 
blacks, they are 66 percent and 46 percent. Thus, while there Is no 


9 Other studies also find that small town and rural youth generally 
have lower levels of aspiration than urban youth. See} Lee G. Burchlnal, 
Choices o f Rural Youth in a Changing Socie ty, North Central Regional 
^bllcation No. 142, Bulletin 45b (St. Paul; Minnesota Agricultural 
Experiment Station, 1962); A.O. Haller and W.H. Sewell, "Farm Residence 
and^Leyels of Occupational and Educational Aspirations . " American Journal 
of Sociology , vol. 62 (195?), pp. 407-4ll. 
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Table 7. 8 


Proportion Who Aspire to Professional or Technical Occupations 
Proportion Undeoldea on Occupational Goal, by Selected Aspects 
Background; Males 14-17 Years of Age Enrolled In High School, 


at Age 30 and 
of Pamlly 
by Color 




WHITES 

[ BLACKS 

jecfc of family 
jkground 

Total 

ntunber 
(thousands ) 

Percent aspiring 
to professional 
or technical 
occupations 

— 

percent 

undecided 

Total 

number 
(thou 5 and 3) 



Percent aspiring 
to professional 
or technio*pl 
occupation's 

Percent 

undecided 

.Idence at age 14 
lural f^pm 

619 

34 

19 

- 97 

34 

31 

lural nonfarm 

500 

4l 


68 

50 

21 

'ovn (under 25,000) 

1,568 

49 

20 

153 

46 

17 

luburb 

514 

51 

16 


20 

27 

Imall city 
(25,000-100,000) 
rarge city 

856 

48 

21 

109 

48 

23 

{100,000 or over) 

994 

54 

18 

283 

56 

14 

Total or average 
upation of head of 
ousehold when youth 
as age 14 

5,066 

47 

20 

725 

44 

18 

White collar 

1,896 

55 

20 

67 

66 

17 

Blue oollar 

2,126 

45 

18 

355 

46 

18 

Other 

715 

54 

25 

209 

38 

17 

Total or average 
osure to reading 
terlal at age l4 

Had library oard^ 

5,066 

47 

20 

725 

44 

18 

newspapers 1 magazines 

3,416 

53 

20 

259 

51 

16 

Lao)ted one or more 

1,636 

35 

20 

464 

40 

18 

Total or average 
tonality 

5,066 

1 

20 

1 

725 

44 

18 

, S. or Canada 

3,359 

45 

21 

(2) 



Drth or West Europe 

105 

40 

34 i 




sntral or Bast Europe 

767 

1 46 





3Uth Europe 

396 

56 





it in America 

349 

62 





bher 

83 

52 





otal or average 

5,066 I 







Other includes service, farm, and anned forces occupations* 

Nationality not computed for blacks due to predominantly U.3, heritage. 
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difference In level of occupational aspiration between white and black 
youth who come from blue-collar families, the black youth from whltc-colk 
families are more likely than the white to have professional or technical 
aspirations . Youngsters of both color groups , from families headed by 
farm or service workers are least likely of all to aspire to professional 
or technical careers. 

Another socioeconomic measure that is even more strongly correlated 
with occupational aspirations is the extent to which the youngster (at age 
l4) had ready access to reading material in the home. Of those whoso 
families had library cards and regularly received both magazines and 
newspapers, over half of both whites and blacks wish to be in professional 
or technical jobs at age 30* Among those whose families lacked any one 
or more of these forms of written material, only a third of the whites 
and two -fifths of the blacks had such high aspirations. 

Among whites, the national origin of the youth's family also appears 
to be related to his occupational aspirations. Those youngsters whose 
parents or grandparents originated in Southern Europe or in Latin America 
appear to be more likely than other youngsters to want to be professional 
or technical workers. Youth whose nationality is Latin American are also 
the least likely to be undecided about the occupation they want — only one 
in ten does not specify an occupational goal. 

Educational Characteristics 


There are a number of aspects of high school experience that arc 
related to the type of occupation a high school student specifies as 
his goal. Many of these explanatory variables are themselves intercor- 
related, and it is not clear at this juncture which of them exercise 
Independent effects. Nevertheless, the gross relationships between 
occupational aspiration and high school curriculum, attitude toward 
school, favorite subject, amount of time spent on homework, and favorite 
out-of -school activity are shown in Table 7 . 9 . 

It hardly is surprising that those in the college preparatory high 
school curriculum are by far the most likely to aspire to professional 
or technical occupations. What is perhaps unexpected is that the pro* 
portion of black youth in this curriculum who want to be professional 
or technical workers is even higher than the corresponding proportion 
of white youngsters --73 percent versus 64 percent. Both color groups 
in the general curriculum have the next highest proportion with aspiratlor.3 
for a professional or technical career — 36 percent. Even in the vocational 
curriculum, a fourth of the whites and almost a third of the blacks 
aspire to the highest level occupations— an aspiration that would appear 
to be of rather questionable realism. 

There also are differences in the extent of Indecision as to career 
among those in different curricula. Both white and black youngsters In 
the college preparatory curriculum are more likely to have a specific 
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Table Proportion Aspiring- to Professional or Technical Occupations at Age 30 

and Proportion Undecided on Oooupatlonal Goal, by Selected Educational 
Characteristics: Males 14-17 '^oars of Age Enrolled In High School, by Color 




WHITES 



BLACKS 


Jucational 

laracterlfltic 

Total 
number 
{ thousands ) 

Percent aspiring 

to professional 
or technical 
occupations 

Percent 

undecided 

Total 

number 
< thousands ) 

Percent aspiring 
tp professional 
or technical 
occupations 

Percent 

undecided 

Lgh school curriculum 



■■ 




Vocational 

433 

26 


84 

31 

17 

Commercial 

136 

21 


28 

32 

17 

College preparatory 

2.147 

64 

17 

161 

73 

6 

General 

2.169 

36 

24 

433 

36 

22 

Total or average 

5»066 

47 

20 

725 

44 

18 

ivorite high school 
subject ) 







Humanities 

603 

46 

19 

136 

38 

14 

Social science 

739 

52 

19 

105 

55 

14 

Science 

741 

59 

18 

90 

57 

20 

Mathematics 

902 

53 

19 

113 

50 

18 

Vocational 

710 

39 

12 

58 

35 

18 

Other^ 2 ^ 

341 

46 

20 

54 

45 

8 

None 

61 

20 

35 

4 

22 

6i 

Total or average 

4,176 

49 

18 

568 

47 

16 

nsohool activity 
engaged in most ^ 







Sports 

1,016 

48 

22 

168 

52 

11 

Hobby 

563 

50 

13 

40 

52 

10 

Reading 

199 

70 

8 

45 

72 

1 5 

Work for pay 

572 

48 

18 

78 

31 

28 

All others 

1,612 

47 

18 

195 

43 

20 

Tot al or average 

4 >176 

49 

18 

568 

47 

16 

urs per week spent 
on homework ' ^ ) 







4 or less 

1,010 


19 

107 

35 

1 

5“9 

1»720 

\ 47 

18 

233 

42 

1 21 

10-14 

1,018 

58 

16 

169 

56 

11 

15 or more 

377 

55 

18 

55 

^4 

6 

Total or average 

4,176 

1 49 

18 

! 568 

47 

! 16 

action to high 
aohool experience 







Like it very much 

li723 

57 

16 

318 

46 

13 

Like it fairly well 

2,150 

43 

' 20 

240 

47 

20 

f 

Dislike It 

247 

40 

16 

7 

88 

' 0 

Total 'or average 

4,176 

49 

18 

568 

47 

16 


I Inoludes only those who have completed one year of high sohool* 

I Other includes foreign languages, oommerolal, and miaoellaneous. 
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occupational goal than those in the general curriculiwi. Whites -who are 
pursuing vocational curricula are least likely to he undecided. 

Students whose favorite subjects are science, mathematics, and socij 
science are more likely to aspire to professional or technical oecupatloi 
than those who prefer humanities , vocational subj ects , or others , The 
pattern is remarkably similar for black and white youngsters , although 
there are too few of the latter in several of the categories to paimiit 
confident conclusions. 


Very few youngsters 14-17 years of age name reading as the nonachool 
activity that accounts for most of their time; but "readers” are consider 
less likely than others to be undecided about the occupation they hope 
to be in at age 30 and are considerably more likely than others to aspire 
to professional or technical careers. Cong)ared to the average of 49 
percent of the white youth who want to be in professional or technical 
occupations , 70 percent of those who spend most of their time reading 
have such aspirations. Compared to the average of l8 percent who are 
undecided about their career, only 8 percent of the "readers” are unable 
to specify an occupational goal. Among black youth the same type of 
relationships prevail. Of those whose chief out-of-school activity ia 
reading, 72 percent aspire to professional or technical occupational 
goals and only 5 percent are undecided, as compared with the overall 
averages of 4? percent and l6 percent, respectively. In the case of 
white youngsters there are no other marked differences related to 
out-of-school activity. Black youth, on the other hand, whose chief 
activity is working for pay have an above average proportion who are 
undecided about future occupation, and a below average proportion who 
vdsh to pursue professional or technical work. 


Among both white and black youth there is a direct relationship 
between the amount of time the youngster devotes to his homework and 
tile likelihood of his aspiring to a professional or beohnical career. 

ori homework, 

uroSrtin^ hS professional or technical jobs at age 30. Tlda 

of those who spend ten or more houra 
is The same tendency exists among black youth. It 

inter-color difference in the proportion with 
•? status jobs disappears as hours per "week devoted 

week those ^spending fewer than five hours a 

nercent) LS ? whites (4l percent) than of blacks (35 

who speL over professional or technical careers , For those 

both eniAv. ten hours per week on homework, almost three-fifths of 
both color groups have such high level aspirations. 

degre?5"poSLv/2^®^^T" career is related to the 

SrsoSofS^rLi! K®! t'S y®^gster expresses about Ms 
black Of +ho^ this pattern does not prevail among the 

very much 57 uercent^ssn^ their high school experience 

Thi^ cowL^ S oilt Er or technical occupaUons. 

mpares with only 43 percent of those who "like It fairly well." 



)or Market Information 


How much a young man knows about the world of work has a considerable 
’luence on the nature of his occupational aspirations (Table 7. 10). For 
s thing, those youngsters between the ages of l4 and I7 who scored high 
the occupational information test are more likely than those with low 
)res to have a specific occupational goal. Moreover, of those who 
(cify goals, yoimgsters with high scores are considerably more likely 
m the low scorers to aspire to professional or technical occupations, 
mg white youngsters, 25 percent of those with the least occupational 
(wledge are undecided about their occupational goal, as compared with 
percent of those with the most knowledge. The corresponding propor- 
ms among the hlack youth are 24 percent and 3 percent. In the case 
white youth there is a 25 percentage point spread between those with 
' and those with high scores in the proportions aspiring to professional 
technical jobs (33 percent versus 5^ percent). In the case of the 
,cks, the corresponding spread is 39 percentage points (30 percent of 
ise with low scores and 69 percent of those with high scores). It is 
eworthy that if one considers only those youth with medium and high 
res on the occupational information test, the proportion of black 
th aspiring to professional or technical occupations is higher than 
t of white. Also, the proportion undecided about career is much lower 
ng the blacks than among the whites. 

Part of the apparent influence of occupational information is 
bably simply a reflection of the effect of socioeconomic status, with 
ch scores on the occupational information test are known to be cor- 
ated. Nevertheless, that occupational Information has some independent 
luence is suggested by the fact that the relationships shown in 
le 7 "10 are stronger than those shown in Table 7*8. Moreover, career 
eclsion is not at all systematically related to measures of socioeconomic 
bus but is strongly related to occupational information test scores. 


SUMMABY 


Young men between the ages of l4 and I7 who are enrolled in elementary 
ligh school have set very high educational and occupational goals for ■ 
nselves. Three-fifths of the age group say they want to obtain four 
aore years of college, and seven out of ten desire at least two years 
jollege. With respect to work careers, although about one in five has 
yet made up his mind, almost half say they want to be in professional 
technical occupations by age 30. 

On the basis of forseeable trends in college enrollment ratios and 
occupational distribution of job opportunities, it is virtually 
;ain that many of these youth will not realize their aspirations. 


10 See supra, Chapter 5? Table 5.2. 
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Table 7.10 Proportion Aspiring to Professional or Teohnical Occupations 
at Age 30 and Proportion Undecided on Occupational Goal, by 
Score on Occupational Information Test: Males l4— 17 Years of 

Age, by Color 


Score on 
occupational 
information test 

Total number 
(thousands ) 

Percent aspiring to 
professional or technical 
occupations 

Percent 

undecided 


WHITES 

High 

1,510 

58 

16 

Medium 

2,970 

h5 

18 

Low 

1,800 

33 

25 1 

Total or average 

6,280 

45 

20 


BLACKS 

High 

rs 

69 

3 

Medium 

315 

48 

17 

Low 

610 

30 

24 , 

Total or average 

1,001 

39 

20 

__-_j 








Indeed, many of the youngsters themselves seem to understand this, for 
their expectations are considerably more modest than their hopes , with 
respect to both educational attainment and occupational choice. Overall, 
the amount of education the youngsters in the age cohort expect to receive 
is still greater than what their predecessors have obtained, but not so 
much greater as to be patently unrealistic, given recent trends In 
enrollment ratios. 

But while this is true in the aggregate, it is almost certainly not 
true for the black youth. On the average, they profess to want almost 
as much education as the whites and their occupational goals are only 
slightly more modest than those of whites. Moreover, the gap between 
their aspirations and their expectations is only slightly wider than 
that for the whites. As a consequence, while their expectations concerning 
education and careers are somewhat more modest than those of white 
youngsters, their ambitions far exceed the current achievements of young 
black men. Even on the basis of the most optimistic assimiptions about 
the rate of increase in opportunities for black srouth, it seems almost 
certain that unfulfilled expectations will be more frequent for the 
black teenagers than for the white. 

The factors that differentiate between youth with high and those 
with lower occupational aspirations are very similar to those related 
to school attendance. Aspirations for professional or technical careers 
are associated with urban rather than rural residence, high socioeconomic 
status of family, enrollment in college preparatory curriculum, positive 
attitudes toward school, spending above average amounts of time on homework, 
and having above average knowledge of the world of work. Many of these 
factors, of course, are intercorrelated, and it is not possible at this 
stage of the analysis to be confident of the net effects of any of them. 

A very Interesting finding has been the Interaction between color 
and some of the afore mentioned factors that are related to aspiration 
level. As has been mentioned, black youth in the aggregate only have 
slightly lower aspiration levels than white youth. But when one controls 
for some of the factors mentioned above, the aspiration level of blacks 
in the top categories is perceptibly higher than that of whites . For 
instance, the proportion of blacks aspiring to professional or technical 
careers is greater than that of whites in families headed by white-collar 
workers, among students in the college preparatory curriculum, and among 
youngsters with high occupational information scores. 

As our longitudinal study unfolds, we shall be Interested particu- 
larly in studying the relationships among aspirations, expectations, 
and realizations. Viewing occupational choice as a process, we shall 
wish to ascertain how and why aspirations change over time, the relation 
between the aspirations of youth and their educational and labor market 
decisions , and the personal and environmental factors that appear to 
facilitate the translation of aspirations into realizations. 
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CHAPTER EIGHT* 


SUMMARY AMD CONCLUSIONS 


This volume, in a sense, is the prologue to an intensive longitudinal 
of the educational and labor market experiences of young men at the 
holds of their careers. The total five-year study is designed to 
ze the career choices of youth as a developmental process, including 
' aspirations, their educational decisions, and their early accomraoda- 
to the labor market. The longitudinal nature of the study will permit 
examine the way in which aspirations are modified during the 
ation process and as the result of experiences both in the school 
n the labor market. We shall be interested particularly in exploring 
ources of variation in labor market experience and behavior and in 
agree to which career aspirations are realized. 

The previous chapters have set the stage for this longitudinal 
sis by examining in depth the current school and labor market status 
e total age cohort. We have examined the labor force participation 
he unemployment experience of both students and nonstudents and have 
red the sources of variation in these variables. The types of Jobs 
by enployed students and nonstudents have been analyzed, including 
of work and rates of pay. A beginning has been made at studying 
ability of out-of- school youth by noting the Job changes they have made 
3 past year as well as those since having left school. Variation in 
ictent of information about the world of work has been measured by 
of an occupational information test, and the determinants as well 
tie of the labor market consequences of this variation have been 
"ed. For employed youth not enrolled in school, we have analyzed 
ctent and the sources of Job satisfaction and also have explored 
'•ospective mobility of the young men as measured by their relative 
igness to consider alternative jobs. Finally, for that portion of 
je cohort still in elementary or high school, we have examined 
itions and expectations with respect to further education and future 
it ion . 

’he findings relating to each of these aspects of the investigation 
leen summarized in some detail in the • concluding sections of previous 
srs. In the present chapter our purpose is to integrate rather than 
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to summarize; that is, we focus on several themes that appear to have 
emerged from the study as a vdiole, and also suggest the main thrusts of 
our future research as the data from the follow-up surveys become avail! 
In addition, we draw certain comparisons and contrasts between our find: 
here and those of our previous study of an older cohorb of men.^- 


There is probably no other age group of maies between the ages of 
l 4 and 65 in which a few years make as much difference as they do In the 
case of the group under consideration in this study. At age l4 the yo\rt 
is hardly more than a child; he is just embarking on his secondary 
education and is below the legal age limit for almost all types of 
full-time employment; he generally has no economic responsibilities; he 
is just emerging from the fantasy stage of occupational aspiration and 
he has very little knowledge or understanding of the dimensions of the 
world of work. Four years later he has completed high school and, if 
not in the armed services, either has entered the labor market for 
full-time employment or has continued his education or training In 
preparation for a more-or-less specific work career. By age 24, he has, 
in the vast majority of cases, left school permanently, has typically 
assumed the economic rei^onsibilities of a family, and frequently has a 
more-or-less firm occupational commitment. 


As a consequence of this extreme variation, it is difflcxat if not 
possible to make generalizations for the entire age cohort. Indeed, 
it has been rather awkward even to settle upon a designation for the 
total poup that is equally appropriate for all of its subsets. "Young 
nu contexts. Is too presumptuous a term for the l 4 year olds, 
while boys is obviously inappropriate for those in their twenties, Th. 
heterogeneity of the total age cohort is also responsible for the fact 
that much of the analysis has dealt merely with segments of the total 
questions that have been important for those out of 
attachment to current employer) would not be 
ovTii interesting as applied to students. Conversely, an 
has been^eLlL^+n educational and occupational aspirations of students 

more me^iX Xf probably somewhat 

view of nonstudents, particularly in 

Sequent sSvey!!'"^ aspirations will be studied in 

generS^b^the^Cur^L?’? P^°J"aed by the current survey with those 

strong suspicion that thA Survey of the same month leads to the 

forceXSLSt etaL ascertain the labor 

employment status of individuals produce different estimates 


Study of thrLbl The Pre-Retiremen t Years; i 

r Men 45-59 Years 0 : 

fatate UniveisiLy Center for Human Resource Research, 


188 



or male youth when directed at the youth themselves than when directed 
,t other members of the household. For the total age group of males l4-24, 
he present survey measures employment at about 2.1 million (about 25 
ercent) higher than the estimate of the Current Population Survey for 
ctober, 1966. The number unemployed also is hi^er than in the CPS by 
bout 300,000, or slightly more than 15 percent. Thus, the labor force 
articipation rate for the age group as measured by the present survey is 
5 percentage points higher than that yielded by the CPS, and the 
nemployment rate is 1.6 percentage points higher. Since the present 
urvey differs from the Ciirrent Population Survey in several respects 
ther than the source of data, we are reserving judgment on the causes of 
he differences in measurement until methodological investigations currently 
nder way in the Bureau of the Census have been completed. 


SOURCES OF VARIATION IN EDUCATIONAL AND LABOR MARKET EXPERIENCE 


abor Market Status of Students and Nonstudents 


There are such profound differences in labor market characteristics 
etween youth enrolled in school and those not enrolled that it is 
requently not very meaningful to present labor force and emplojnnent 
bati sties for the total group without a breakdown by school enrollment 
batus. Data for young men 18-19 years of age are illustrative. The 
roup is divided relatively equally between those enrolled in school 
?6 percent) and those not enrolled. The former are only three- fifths 
3 likely as the latter to be in the labor force; but, considering only 
lose who are economically active, students are about three times as 
Lkely as nonstudents to be unemployed. Among the employed, those 
irolled in school are more than four times as likely to be working only 
irt time as those who are not. They are three times as likely to be 
apJoyed in white-collar jobs, and are less than half as likely to be 
iployed in goods producing industries. 

)lor Differences 


There is scarcely an aspect of the educational and labor market 
cperience of young males in which pronounced differences between whites 
id blacks do not exist. Age for age, black youth are less likely than 
lite youth to be enrolled in school. The difference becomes more 
‘onounced as age increases. Among those enrolled, whites tend to be 
.ightly more advanced relative to their age than blacks. They are 
>nsiderably more likely than blacks to be enrolled in college preparatory 
►urses in hi^ school. Black youth tend to have lower labor force 
-rticipation rates than white and higher unemployment rates. Of those 
it of school, the educational attainment of blacks is lower than that 
' whites. Blacks are more likely than whites to be found in the lower 
cupational categories. This difference prevails both in the case of 
udents and nonstudents and is much greater than can be accounted for 
I the basis of differences in nximber of years of school completed. 


189 



Finally, the 4 o percent higher hourly rates of pay earned by whites 
between the ages of 20 and 2 h, as compared with blacks of the same age, 
appear to be only in very small part attributable to differences in their 
major occupation category and/or differences in the number of years of 
school coniJleted. 

There are less tangible differences, also, between white and black 
youth. The latter are much less likely than the former to manifest a 
high degree of satisfaction with their ciirrent jobs. This tends to be 
true irrespective of type of occupation (white-collar or blue-collar) 
and Irrespective of level of educational achievement. Black youth als? 
appear to be less highly attached to their current jobs than their white 
counterparts. Finally, black youth have considerably less extensive 
labor market information than white youth, whether the measure Is based 
upon knowledge about occupations or knowledge about relevant employers 
in the area. This difference, incidentally, is very pronounced and 
persists even when age, number of years of school completed, and measui'cs 
of socioeconomic status are controlled. 

As is well understood, many of the differences between black end 
white youth are a product of the difference in their cultural and socio- 
economic backgrounds. Black youth are more likely than white to have 
farm backgrounds and are much more likely than white to come from 
"broken” homes. In terms of family income, occupation and education of 
parents, or any other measure of socioeconomic status, blacks fall Ikr 
below whites. Controlling for factors of this kind, as well as we are 
able to with our data, generally reduces the differences between blacks 
and whites, but does not eliminate them entirely. 

Despite the substantial Inter-color differences in most aspects of 
labor market status and ejq)erience, there is surprisingly little 
difference between black and white high school students with respect to 
their educational or occupational goals. It is interesting to speculate 
whether the near equality in occupational goals of the two color groups 
is a phenomenon of long standing or whether it is an indication of rising 
aspirations of blacks occasioned by the recent increased emphasis upon 
civil rights legislation and equality of opportunity . 2 in either case, 
the facts are both sad and dangerous; the substantial disparity between 
the aspirations of the blacks and what realistically can be expected to 
be achieved, even on the most optimistic assumtlons, creates the basis 
for large scale disappointment, disenchantment, frustration, and perhaps 
outrage . 


2 Cf. Meyer Weinberg, Desegregation Research; An Appraisal 
(Bloomington: Phi Delta Kappa Commission on Education, Human Rights, and 
Responsibilities, I968), pp. 65-66, 
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As has been implied earlier, many of the dependent variables that 
been studied are strongly correlated with age. For example, among 
nts and nonstudents alike, labor force participation is directly 
ed to age, although the relationship is distorted in the case of 
nts by the effect of educational level, since college youth are 
likely to be in the labor force than high school youth* Unemployment 
precipitously with increasing age from 13 percent of the 16-17 year 
to 1.6 percent of the 22-24 year olds. A good deal of this 
rence, of course, reflects the influence of school enrollment status 
ducational attainment on the unemployment rate. Nevertheless, within 
the student and nonstudent groups there is a pronounced relationship 
en age and unemployment rate. Students in their teens have rates in 
s of 10 percent j those in their twenties, below 5 percent. Among 
not enrolled, the teenage rate is over 5 percentjbut the rate is 
2 percent for those in their twenties. An In^ortant effort in the 
tudinal analysis will be to search for the additional factors that 
rt unemployment-prone teenagers into rather regularly employed young 
ti their twenties. 

<bnong employed youth, there are age differences in the kinds of jobs 
the number of hours per week worked, and the methods used in finding 
Because of the close relationship between age and number of years 
booling among both students and those not enrolled in school, it is 
ossible to be certain In many cases about how much this relationship 
age reflects the greater maturity and experience of older youth and 
iich it reflects their greater educational achievement. Nevertheless, 
clear that, among both students and nonstudents, youth in their 
Les are much more likely than those in their teens to be in ■ 

■collar employment, and especially in professional and technical work. 

2 other hand, the younger group is much more likely to be employed as 
and nonfarra laborers than the older. Also, irrespective of school 
Lment status, youth in their twenties are considerably more likely 
ihose in their teens to work full time (35 or more hougs per week) . 

1, in this case, a positive relationship between age and number of 
worked is regular and continuous even within the teenage group and 
?oup 20-24 years of age. With respect to methods of job-finding, 
jers are more likely than youth in their twenties to rely on friends 
slatives, and are sli^tly less likely to rely on such formal methods 
Lvate or public employment agencies. 

Phe amount of occupational information that young men have is directly 
5d to their age. In this case, there is reasonably good evidence that 
ifluence of age is independent of educational attainment. High school 
ites, for exairple, appear to increase their knowledge about occupations 
r as the result of additional years of life and exposure to the labor 
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Even within the relatively narrow age limits of l4 to 1?, age makes 
a fairly clear difference in the educational and occupational aspirations 
of young men. The proportion of youngsters undecided about what they would 
like to be doing at age 30 decreases substantially between the freshman 
and senior years of high school. As for educational aspirations, the 
proportions of those in school who hope to enter college are not much 
different as between the 14-15 and the 16-17 year old youth. However, 
because of the effect of high school dropouts, when one considers the 
entire age cohort , the proportion hoping to enter college is substantially 
ie'ss for the 16-17 year olds than it is for the l4-15 year olds. One of 
the in^jortant aspects of bhe longitudinal study will be to attempt to 
ascertain the causes of the changes in aspirations between the early and 
the late teens. 

Education and Training 


It is hardly surprising that the number of school years completed 
has a very substantial effect upon many aspects of the youth's labor 
market experience. Indeed, as has been seen, much of bhe Influence that 
has been attributed to age is doubtless a reflection of educational 
attainment. Young men with some college training are much more likely 
to be professional and technical workers than are those without such 
education, and college-trained youth are clearly a larger proportion of 
the older than of the younger age groups. Education has a profound effect 
upon knowledge of the labor market. There is a consistent and regular 
increase in the proportion of youth scoring high on our occupational 
information test as number of years of school completed increases. Even 
within major occupation categories, there is a strong association botween 
educational attainment and rate of pay. For example, among white youtli 
between the ages of 20-24 who are employed as operatives and as craftsmen, 
the differential in hourly rate of pay between those with high school 

subtly in excess of 10 percent, and in tlie 
case of black youth the differential is substantially larger. 

to outside of regular school tend 

ScaSftWp rJtV differential over those without training, 
and number of veara between training outside of regixlar school 

what extent theqp school completed, we cannot be oertaln to 

and to what extpnf flip reflect an independent Influence of tralnlr.j 

already been examinel^ reflect the influence of education that has 


Socioeconomic Status 


to a striking^de^S experiences of a youth are deterraineJ 

one looks a?®cSt Whether 

or at aspirations, the influence of 

already has been imhasiVpi ^f family background is profound. This 
en^hasized in our discussion of the differences between 
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and white youth, but it is no less important an influence within 
the color groups. There is sometimes a tendency to overlook the 
bhat> whereas blacks have larger proportions in the lower socioeconomic 
3 categories, there are far more whites in these lower levels than 
are blacks. Consider just one of our measures and its relationship 
3 enrollment rates of young men l6-2k years of age. In response to 
lestion whether the family, when the youth was l4 years of age, had 
rary card and regularly received newspapers and magazines, about two 
jn of the total age cohort (l6-24) admitted lacking at least two of 
three forms of reading materials. Of this total, approximately 
Lllion were white youth and 0.6 million "black. The current school 
Lment ratios for these culturally deprived young men are 23 percent 
le whites and 32 percent for the blacks, compared to overall ratios 
le total age cohort of 51 percent for the iirtiites and 39 percent for 
Lacks. Thus, the relative disadvantage represented by this measure 
)arently more severe for the whites than It is for the blacks. 

The widespread deficiencies in the ciiltural background of youth 
ited by this measure suggest the necessity for remedial programs 
5 schools. And, given the profound disparities that prevail in the 
:y of home life, eq.ual opportmity for youth of different socioeconomic 
3 can be approached only if there are compensatory inequalities in 
jional investments. In other words, it is not sufficient that 
.ional programs for youth in deprived neighborhoods become as good 
>se enjoyed by middle class youth; if they are to compensate for the 
•al handicaps of their students, they clearly will require larger 
litures per pupil than those that prevail in schools for middle class 
Moreover, there is evidence in other studies that special 
.ional programs for culturally deprived youngsters must begin, as 
:t Headstart does, long before the youth arrive in high schopl. 3 


SOME INTER- GEKERATIOML COMPARISONS 


'here are interesting similarities and contrasts between the young 
der consideration here and men in their forties and fifties on 
•e have reported earlier.^ Labor force participation rates, of 
1 , are drastically lower for young men l4 to 24 years of age than 
■n 45 to 59 because of the sizeable group of full-time students 
the youth. However, when only out -of- school youth are examined, 
men's labor force rates are nearly two percentage points higher 
hose of older men (95.6 vs. 93.8). Whites in both age groups have 
participation rates than blacks, but the inter-color difference is 
r among youth. 


Project TALENT, Cognitive Growth During High School (palo Alto, 
rnia; American Institute for Research, April, 19^7), Bulletin No. 6. 

Fames, et al., op. cit. 
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Among both age cohorts, married men are more likely to be in the labor 
force than those not married. Age variation, of course, has opposite 
effects within the two cohorts: labor force participation rates vary 
directly with age for the youth|hut inversely with age for the older group 
of men. While education increases labor force participation among older 
men, it has no consistent effect for youth. 

Young men l4-24 years old have drastically higher unemployment rates 
than men in their late forties and fifties. The rate for the young men 
not enrolled in school is 2.5 times the unemployment rate of older men, 
and the color differential is about the same for both groups: the 
unemployment rate for blacks is over three-fourths greater than for whites 
in "both age cohorts. Among both the youth and the older men, low uneraployraeat 
is associated with being married, with high educational attainment, and with 
having had some vocational training. 

There are dramatic differences between the two age cohorts in two 
factors that have strong influences on labor market eixperience: health and 
educational attainment. The young men are far less likely than the older 
group to report a health problem or a physical condition that limits the 
amount or kind of work they can do: about a seventh of the youth compared 
with over a fourth of the older cohort. Although the educational attalmaent 
of the entire youth cohort will continue to increase as those now enrolled 
in school and college complete their studies, even the group that has already 
left school has substantially higher educational achievements than older 
men. Among out-of- school youth, only one-eighth of the whites and less than 
one-fourth of the blacks have had no high school, while the proportions are 
more than a third of the older white and two- thirds of the older black men. 
Two-thirds of the out-of-school white youth and more than two-fifths of the 
black have completed high school compared to only two- fifths of the older 
white men and one- sixth of the black. On the other hand, there is very 
little difference in the extent to which the two age groups have participated 
in training programs outside of regular school. Among youth not enrolled in 
school, nearly half of the whites and a fourth of blacks have had such 
training. Despite the much greater potential for training among the older 
men, the proportions are only slightly larger for them than for the youth. 

Young men's hourly rates of pay are substantially lower than those of 
older men: mean rates are $2.48 for out-of- school youth 20-24 years of age 
and $3.39 for men 45-59» But the influence of age on rates of pay is vastly 
greater for whites than for blacks: older white men have mean rates of pay 
more than a third higher than white youth, but black men 45-59 have pay 
rates only a fifth more than those of 20-24 year olds. Thus the inter-color 
differential in average hourly compensation increases from 4l percent In the 
case of the youth to 58 percent in the case of the older men. This is dramat 
evidence that blacks in the older cohort have a relative disadvantage far 
greater than that of youth. 

Young men who are not enrolled in school have a substantially different 
occupational distribution from the older men. The latter are half again as 
likely as the former to be in white'-coUar jobs (36 percent versus 24 percent 
and four times as likely to be managers and proprietors. Blue-collar work 



junts for nearly two-thirds of out-of-school youth, hut for less than 
f of the older men. But there is far less difference between the two 
groups of black men than between the older and younger white men. I’or 
nple, the proportions of blacks in white-collar employment are 11 percent 
the youth and only l4 percent for men in their forties and fifties. 

3 set of data could mean that inter-color differences in occupational 
jrtunities have become less pronounced over time. This interpretation, 
3ver, is inconsistent with data comparing the first .jobs of the older 
jrt with the current jobs held by the younger cohort. Except for 
ferences associated with the substantial decline in the importance of 
[culture between the two generations, the difference in occupational 
:ern between blacks and whites at the beginning of their careers now 
lot much less substantial than it was a generation ago. 4 Rather, the 
ience suggests that the relative disadvantage of blacks, as con^ared 
1 v/hites, becomes greater as an age cohort matures. This is consistent 
1 the evidence in our study of the older males, which showed greater 
Terences between blacks and whites in their current occupational 
jribution than in that which prevailed at the beginning of their 
jers. 


4 Tne following table compares the occupational distribution of 
5t job after leaving school for the 45-59 year old group and the current 
of out-of-school youth l4-24 years of age. 


,jor occupation group 

First job after 
leaving school: 
men 45-59 years 
of age with work 
experience 

Current Job: 
employed males 
i 4-24 years of 
age not enrolled 
in school 


WHITES 

BLACKS 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

iite collar 

27 

8 

26 

11 

Professional and technical 


3 

9 

3 

Nonfarm managers and 
proprietors 


1 

4 

1 

Clerical 


2 

9 

7 

Sales 


2 

4 

0 

.ue collar 

46 

- 43 

63 

65 

Craftsmen and foremen 

8 

4 



Operatives 

25 

20 



Nonfarm laborers 

13 

18 



irvice 

4 

11 
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orniers and farm laborers 

. 23 

JZ 

- - - . .-5._ 

10 

Total percent 

100 


100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

13,608 


5,024 

852 
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Over 90 percetit of employed yoimg men have positive attitudes tower( 
their jobs, a figure only slightly less than the proportion for men aged 
45-59. A hi^ degree of job satisfaction, however, is clearly less codirk 
for youth than for older men. Among out-of-school youth l6-24 years of 
age, half the whites and over one-third of the blacks like their jobs vei 
much, but this is true for nearly three-fifths of the older whites and b 
the older blacks. When occupation is controlled, these color differences 
in job satisfaction persist among young men but disappear among the oldet 
men. 


The younger men are much less strongly attached to their present job 
than the older men, at least as judged by their responses to hypothetical 
job offers. Only a seventh of employed youth l6-24 years old would refas 
to change jobs in the local area at any wage rate, while this is true of 
two-fifths of the older men. Young men also are more willing than those 
in the older age cohort to make a geographic job change. In all cases 
blacks register lower attachment than whites. 

In talking about things they particularly like about their jobs, a 
majority of youth (nearly three- fifths) allude to intrinsic aspects of 
the work. Nevertheless, this is a somewhat smaller proportion than 
prevails among the older age cohort (two-thirds). Moreover, there is 
much less difference in this respect between blacks and whites and among 
types of occupations in the case of the youth than in the case of the 
older age cohort. Among the latter, white men are more likely to focus 
on intrinsic job characteristics than black men, and the same is true of 
white-collar workers as compared with blue-collar workers. 


Ill A FORWARD LOOK 


' A points in the previous chapters we have referred to 

interesting questions for longitudinal analysis which we expect to 
Pi^sue when the data from follow-up surveys become available. It seems 
uding the volume to present a somewhat more systematic, 
exhaustive, preview of the kinds of analyses we 
propose to make and the major types of hypotheses we intend to test. 

collection of detailed work histories over a five-year 

relationships reported here on the basis of data for one vear An 

of'«l?'™rlal>aS''ovOT greater variation in some 

fiaotLrof instance, a larger 

labir ?Soe'oven wlthLwal from the 

of nnai®liet>t on rak\ttltnde«“^-“‘' °T>. *he effect 
percentage distributions of* fh numerical base for our 

ns at those with some unemployment will be larger. 
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Second, in each annual survey we expect both to describe and to 
analyze changes in school enrollment status and in various aspects of 
labor market status. Merely q.uantifying the extent of gross movement 
into and out of the formal educational system, among different schools, 
into and out of employment, and among different kinds of jobs will be 
instructive in itself, since there is very little knowledge about the 
■nagnitude of these types of change. Of greater interest, however, will 
be the exploration of the "causes" and "consequences" of such changes. 

Por example, in what respects do youth who leave school during the 
course of the year differ from those in the same year of school who 
continue? What are the relative influences of attitude toward school, 
sconomic factors, I.Q. .score, and characteristics of the school? As 
another example, among young men whose formal education has ‘ended, what 
are the factors that differentiate those who change jobs from those who 
io not? Are men who have expressed dissatisfaction with their jobs in 
the initial survey more likely to have left them than those who were 
satisfied? Are job changers more likely or less likely than nonchangers 
to feel an increased satisfaction in their work? Are they more or less 
Likely to have improved their earnings? These are only illustrative of 
the kinds of questions to be asked. Our plan of analysis calls for 
ascertaining the correlates of most of the dimensions of labor mobility: 
novement into and out of the labor force, from unemployment to employment 
ind vice versa, between occupations (with or without an accorapansfing 
change of employer), between employers (with or without an accon^anying 
change of occupation), and between different labor market areas. 

A closely related objective of the follow-up surveys will be to 
:est the predictive value of some of our psychological measures. For 
example, to what extent does our measure of "attachment" to an employer 
liscriminate between those who change jobs during the period of the study 
ind those who do not? Is a given propensity to move more likely' to result 
Ln job changes in "tight" labor market areas than in "loose" labor market 
ireas, as our model would predict? To take another example, are those who 
Jcore high on the occupational information test, other things being equal, 
acre likely than those with lower scores to experience less unemployment 
ind to enjoy upward mobility during the course of the study? 

Fourth, we shall be particularly interested in the development of 
jccupational goals over time. VOiat proportion of young teenagers adhere 
steadfastly to a given goal and appear to be making progress toward it? 
fhat characteristics distinguish these youngsters from those who shift 
ibout? What are the relative influences of economic factors and of 
iducational experiences in modifying career choices? When youngsters 
ihange their minds about the occupation they wish to pursue, are there 
systematic relationships between their original, and their new goals? 

Several inportant variables that were not on hand for the present 
•eport will be available for use in subsequent ones. Among the most 
Jnportant of these are the I.Q. score and the academic record of the 
■espondents and several cheiract eristics of the high school they attended. 
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These data will permit, among other things, a more refined measure of the 
effect of education on income than has hitherto been possible with national 
samples. In assessing the Influence of years of school completed on 
earnings, we hope to be able to control for variations in intelligence 
and variations in the quality of education as well as for such factors as 
socioeconomic status of family and attitudinal characteristics. 

Finally, we shall also be interested in evaliiating the effects of 
certain environmental changes upon the educational and labor market 
experiences of the age group of youth under consideration, Vlhat will be 
possible along these lines will clearly depend on how much and what kinds 
of change occur in the environment over the five-year period. The effects 
of fluctuations in the level of economic activity on the volume and pattern 
of mobility may be examined. Should there be innovations in manpower policy, 
it may be possible to test the effects of these upon the age group under 
consideration. For example, one might inquire whether changes in coverage 
or the minimum wage level \inder the Fair Labor Standards Act have any 
perceptible effect on the employment experience of those occupational and 
industrial categories of youth whose wages are most likely to have been 
affected. Another interesting question, in view of the rather dramatic 
changes in the climate of race relations in the United States, is whether 
this is reflected in any way in the status or attitudes of the black youth 
in our sample. 

By the end of the five years of study there will have been collected 
for this age group of men a larger body of data on educational and work 
e:q)erience and on attitudes relating to school and work than has ever 
been accumulated for a national sample. At the some time, equally volumlnoii! 
records will have been collected for the same age group of young women, for 
women between the ages of 30 and 44 , and for the men 45-59 years of age, to 
whom reference already has been- made. There are almost limitless 
opportunities for analysis within and among these studies. Our hope is 
that such analysis will yield new insights into labor market processes and 
problems which will improve our understanding of labor markets and thereby 
provide a basis for improved private and public manpower policies. 


198 



APPENDIXES 




APPESroiX A 


GLOSSARY 


Age of respondent as of last birthday prior to April 1, 1966 . 
iMENT TO CURRENT JOB 

Relative increase in rate of pay for which an employed respondent 
would be willing to accept a hypothetical offer of employment 
with a different employer. 

OP WORKER 

Wage and Salary Worker 

A person working for a rate of pay per unit-time, commission, 
tips, payment in kind, or piece rates for a private employer 
or any government unit. 

Self-employed Worker 

A person working in his own unincorporated business , pro- 
fession, or trade, or operating a farm for profit or fees. 
Unpaid Family Worker 

A person working without pay on a farm or in a business 
operated by a member of the household to whom he is related 
by blood or marriage . 


The terra "black" refers to all those who are not Caucasian and 
is used in lieu of the more conventional "nonwhite." For further 
detail see Chapter 1, footnote 1. 

SIGNAL ASPIRATIONS 

Total number of years of regular school that the respondent would 
like to achieve. 


?IONAL ATTAINMENT: See HIGHEST YEAR OP SCHOOL COMPLETED 
^lONAL EXPECTATIONS 

Total number of years of regular school that the respondent feels 
he will actually achieve . 

rED: See LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

FEE TO READING MATERIALS AT AGE l4 

Whether or not the respondent’s family, when he was l4 years old, 
had a library card and received newspapers and/or magazines in 
the home. 
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EXTRINSIC JOB FACTORS 

Aspects of the joh environment such as wages, hours, security, 
and supervision, which have no direct relation to the inherent 
nature of the work. 

FAMILY INCOME 

Income from all sources (including wages and salaries, net 
income from business or farm, pensions, dividends, interest, 
rent, royalties, social insurance, and public assistance) 
received by any family member living in the household. Income 
of nonrelatives living in the household is not included. 

HEALTH, EFFECT ON ACTIVITY 

Respondent's assessment of whether his physical or mental 
condition (l) limits his work activity; (s) limits other 
activity; or (3) for those enrolled in school, limits his 
school activity. If the answer to any of these questions is 
yes, the nature of the limitation is ascertained. 

HIGH SCHOOL CURBICIILUM 

Orientation and goal of high school courses, usually related 
to futiire educational or occupational plans. Examples used 
are college preparatory, vocational, commercial, or general. 

HIGHEST YEAR OF SCHOOL COMPLETED 

The highest grade finished by the respondent in "regular" 
school, where years of school completed are denoted 9-11 > 

12, 13-15, etc. 

HOURLY RATE OF PAY 

Compensation — in dollars — for work performed. This is limited 
to wage and salary workers because it is virtually impossible 
to ascertain to what extent the earnings of the self-employed 
are wages as opposed to other kinds of returns. If a time 
unit other than an hour was reported, hourly rates were com- 
puted by first converting the reported figure into a weekly 
rate and then dividing by the number of hours usually worked 
per week. 

HOURS WORKED DURING SURVEY WEEK 

The total number of hours worked at all jobs held by the 
respondent during the calendar week preceding the date of 
interview. 

IWCOkE OF RESPONDENT 

Income from all sources (including wages and salaries, net 
income from business or farm, pensions, dividends, interest, 
rent, royalties, social insurance, and public assistance) 
received only by the respondent. 
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The 10 one-digit-level classes of the Bureau of the Census' 
functional classification of employers on the "basis of nature 
of final product. 

nC JOB FACTORS 

Aspects of the jo"b which are inherent in the nature of the 
occupation or relate to Jdo content. 


A continuous period of service with a given employer. 

Current or Last Joh 

For those respondents who were employed during "the survey 
week: the job held during the survey week. For those 
respondents who were either unemployed or out of the labor 
force: the most recent job. 

First Job 

The respondent’s initial job of at least one month's duration 
after permanently leaving school. 

3GE OF THE WORID OF WORK: See OCCUPATIONAL INFORMATION TEST 

?0RCE AND EMPLOyMEHT STATUS 

In the Labor Force 

All respondents who were either employed or unemployed 
during the survey week: 

Employed 

All respondents who during the survey week were either 
(l) "at work" — those vrtio did any work for pay or profit 
or worked without pay for 15 hours or more on a family 
farm or business; or (2) "with a job but not at work" — 
those who did not work and were not looking for work, 
but had a job or business from which they were temporarily 
absent because of vacation, illness, industrial dispute, 
bad weather, or because they were taking time off for 
various other reasons. 

Unemployed 

All respondents who did not work at all during the survey 
week and had either looked or were looking for a job in 
the four-week period prior to the survey, all respondents 
who did not work at all during the survey week and were 
waiting to be recalled to a job from which they were 
laid-off, and all respondents who did not work at all 
during the survey week and were waiting to report to a 
new job within 30 days. 

Out of the Labor Force 

All respondents who were neither employed nor unemployed 
during the survey week. 
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lABOE FORCE PARTICIPATION RATE 

The proportion of the total population or of a demographic 
subgroup of the population classified as "in the labor force." 

LENGTH OF SERVICE IN CURRENT (LAST) JOB 

The total number of years spent by the respondent in his current 
(most recent) job. 

marital status 

Respondents were classified into the following categories: 
married, spouse present; married, spouse absent; divorced^ 
widowed; separated; and never married. "Separated" includes 
all respondents who answered that they are separated to bho 
marital status question. 

nationality 

Classification is on the basis of "national origin" of respondent, 
his parents, or grandparents as follows: if all were born In 
the United States, the respondent is classified as "American." 
Otherwise, respondent is assigned the nationality of the firot 
of the following born outside the U.S.: (l) respondent, 

(2) father, (3) mother, ( 4 ) paternal grandfather, (5) paternal, 
grandmother, ( 6 ) maternal grandfather, and (7) maternal 
grandmother . 

NONSTUDENT 

All respondents not enrolled in regular school at the time of 
the survey. 

OCCUPATION 

The ten occupation groups are the ten one-digit classes used by 
the Bureau of the Census in the i960 Census. The four types 
of occupation are white collar (professional and technical 
workers; managers, officials, and proprietors; clerical workers; 
and sales workers), blue collar (craftsmen and foreman, operatives 
and nonfajcra laborers), service , and farm (farmers, farm managers, 
and farm laborers). 



OP THE lABOR FORCE: See LABOR FORCE AHB EMPLOYMENT STATUS 
(PRIMARY SAMPLING UNIT) 

One of the 235 areas of the country from which the sample for 
this study was drawn; usually an SMSA (standard metropolitan 
statistical area) or a county. 

TION TO HYPOTHETICAL JOB OFFER: See ATTACHMENT TO CURRENT JOB 
LAR SCHOOL 

"Regular'* schools include graded public, private, and parochial 
elementary and high schools; colleges; universities; and pro- 
fessional. schools. 

BENCE IN COUNTY OR SMSA, LENGTH OF 

The length of time — in years — the respondent has lived in 
county or SMSA of present residence. 

BENCE AT AGE l4 

Begree of \irbanization of area in which respondent lived 
when he was l4 years old. These areas are defined as rural 
farm, rural nonfarm, town, suburb of city, city (25,000-100,000 ), 
and city (100,000 or more). 

SFACTION WITH JOB, BEGREE OF 

Respondent's report of his feelings toward his Job when con- 
fronted with the following fo\ir alternatives: "like it very 
much, like it fairly well, dislike it somewhat, dislike it 
very much." 

lOL ENROLLMENT STATUS 

An indication of whether or not the respondent is presently 
enrolled in regular school. 

■-EMPLOYED: See LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

,L OP UNEMPLOYMENT 

A continuous period of at least one week's duration during 
which the respondent was unemployed. A spell may be terminated 
either by employment or by withdrawal from the labor force. 

rSY WEEK 

For convenience, the term "survey week" is used to denote the 
calendar week preceding the date of interview . In the con- 
ventional parlance of the Bureau of the Census, it means the 
"reference week." 

JRE: See LENGTH OP SERVICE IN CURRENT (LAST) JOB 
1PL0YED: See LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS 


205 



UNEMPLOYMENT EXPERIENCE IN PREVIOUS 12 MONTHS 

C-oinulative niiiriber of weeks in the previous 12 months that the 
respondent reported he was looking for work or on lay-off from 
a job. 

UNEMPLOYMENT RATE 

The proportion of the labor force classified as unemployed. 
UNPAID FAMILY WORKER: See CLASS OF WORKER 
VETERAN STATUS 

Whether the respondent served in any branch of the armed forces 
prior to the time of the survey. 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING -OUTSIDE SCHOOL 

Program(s) taken outside the regular school system for other 
than social or recreational purposes. Sponsoring agents include 
government, unions, and business enterprises. A training course 
sponsored by a company must last at least six weeks to be 
considered a "program." 

WAGE AND SALARY WORKERS: See CLASS OF WORKER 

WAGE RATE: See HOURLY RATE OF PAY 

WEEKS IN THE LABOR FORCE IN PREVIOUS 12 MONTHS 

Cumulative number of weeks in previous 12 months that the 
respondent reported that he either worked, looked for work, 
or was on lay-off from a job. 

WORK EXPERIENCE 

Any full- or part-time employment experienced by the respondent 
any time during his life, 

WORK MOTIVATION 

Respondent's answer to "what would you say is more important 
to you in deciding what kind of work you would like to go into, 
good wages or liking the work?" 
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APPENDIX B* 


SAMPLING, IKTERVIENING, AND ESTIMATING PROCEDUEES 


The Survey of Work Experience of Men l4-24 Years of Age is one of 
£• longitudinal s\irveys sponsored hy the Manpower Administratio'n of 
U. S. Department of Labor. Taken together these surveys constitute 
National longitudinal Surveys. 

Sample Design 

The National Longitudinal Surveys are based on a multi-stage proba- 
ity sample located in 235 sample areas comprising 485 counties and 
ependent cities representing every state and the District of Columbia. 
235 sample areas were selected by grouping all of the nation's counties 
independent cities into about 1,900 primary san^jling units (PSU's) 
further forming 235 strata of one or more PSU’s that are relatively 
ogeneous according to socioeconomic characteristics. Within each of 
strata a single PSU was selected to represent the stratiim. Within 
h PSU a probability sample of housing units was selected to represent 
civilian noninstitutional population. 

Since one of the survey req.uirements was to provide separate reliable 
tistics for nonwhites, households in predominantly nonwhite enumeration 
tricts (ED's) were selected at a rate three times that for households 
predominantly white ED’s. The sample was designed to provide approxi- 
,ely 5}000 interviews for each of the four surveys- -about 1,500 nonwhites 
1 3,500 whites. When this req.uirement was examined in light of the 
lected number of persons in each age-sex-color group it was found that 
iroximately 42,000 households would be required in order to find the 
tuisite number of nonwhites in each age- sex group. 

An initial sample of about 42,000 housing units was selected and a 
'eening interview took place in March, and April, 1966. Of this number 
)ut 7,500 units were fo\md to be vacant, occupied by persons whose 
lal residence was elsewhere, changed from residential use, or demolished, 
the other hand, about 900 additional units were found which had been 
‘ated within existing living space or had been changed from what was 


* This appendix was written by George E. Hall, Demographic Surveys 
vis lonj and Anthony Turner , Statistical Methods Division, U. S. Bureau 
the Census. 


207 



previously nonresidential space. Thus 35? 3^0 housing units were available 
■for interview; of these> usable information was collected for 3^3662 
households, a coinpletion rate of 98*0 percent. 

The original plan called for using this initial screening to select 
the sample for 1 sample groups. On reflection it was decided to 
rescreen the sample in the fall of 1966 prior to the first interview of 
males 14-24. J&les in the upper part of that age group are the most 
mobile group in the entire population and a seven-month delay between 
the initial screening and the first interview seemed to Invite problems. 

To increase efficiency, it was decided to stratify the sample for the 
rescreening by the presence or absence of a l4 to 24 year old male in the 
household. The probability is great that a household which contained a 
14 to 24 year old in March will also have one in September. However, 
we had to insure that the sample also represented persons who had moved 
into sample households in the intervening period, so that a sample of 
addresses which had no l4 to 24 year old males was also included in, the 
screening operation. 

This phase of the screening began in early September, 1966. Since a 
telephone number had been recorded for most households at the time of the 
initial interview, every attempt was made to complete the short screening 
interview by telephone. 

Following this screening operation, 5,713 males age l4-24 were 
designated to be interviewed for the Survey of Work Experience. These 
were sampled differentially within four strata: whites In white ED’s 
(l.e., ED s which contained predominantly white households), nonwhites in 
white ED's, whites in nonwhite ED's, and nonwhites in nonwhite ED's. 


The Field Work 


Three hundred twenty-eight interviewers were assigned to this survey, 
e primary requirement for interviewers was previous experience with the 
Current Population Survey (CPS). 

program was used to provide specific instruction 
supervisors from each of the Bureau's 12 
f ® trained in Washington; they in turn trained the 

EacrSaln^P assigned to the survey in their regions, 

4- provided with a verbatim" training guide prepared by 

Center for ^an ^aviewed by the Manpower Administration and the 
Sdf incluSr^nJ ^nr^? of The Ohio State University. The 

practice in+erviaw a number of structured 

questionnaire familiarize the interviewers with the 

Sa^reaSrerto classroom training, each interviewer 

her asS^^!ent S interview prior to beginning 

least one tralniru? 1 v supervisors was observed during at 

least one training session by professional members of the participating 
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,nizations. Each interviewer was ohserved during the early part of 
assignment. This observation served the dual function of familiarizing 
professional staff of the Census Bureau and of the Center for Human 
lurce Research with the actual field situation and of providing an 
rtunity for on- the- job training of the interviewer. 

In addition to training, a field edit was instituted to insure 
uate quality. This consisted of a "full edit" of the first five 
itionnaires returned by each Interviewer, and a partial edit of the 
ining questionnaires from each interviewer's assignment. The full 
, consisted of reviewing the questionnaires from beginning .to end, 
.etermine if the entries were complete and consistent and whether 
skip instructions were being followed. This edit was designed to 
irjiiine if the interviewer understood her job. The interviewer was 
acted by phone concerning minor problems, and depending on the 
ire of the problem, was either merely told of her error or asked to 
.act the respondent for further information or for clarification, 
more serious problems the interviewer was retrained either totally 
n part, and the questionnaire was returned for completion. 

If problems arose, the complete edit was continued until the super- 
ir was satisfied that the interviewer was doing a complete and 
li stent job. The partial edit simply checked to determine that the 
irviewer had not inadvertently skipped any part of the questionnaire 
ih should have been filled. Any questionnaire which failed the partial 
; was returned to the interviewer for completion. 

The training of interviewers began on October 24, 1966, and the 
irviewing immediately after. The interviewing continued until 
:mber, 1966. This is longer than the period permitted for the usual 
lus survey. However, a number of factors were responsible for the 
>sed time. First, the questionnaire required approximately 45 minutes 
in hour to complete. This Interview time, coupled with the limited 
.ods during the day when men in this age group are available, resulted 
in average completion rate of just under two per day, during even the 
.y stages of the interviewing. This average rate was reduced later 
>he more accessible cases were completed. The requirement that the 
srviewers be experienced in the CPS also caused some delay. For about 
week each month the interviewers were not able to work on this survey 
luse of the conflicting demands of the CPS. Finally, extra time was 
)wed to reduce the ntmber of noninterviews resulting from persons who 
i temporarily absent from their homes or were otherwise temporarily 
available for interview. 

Of the 5 >713 males l4 to 24 selected for the sample, usable question- 
?es were obtained from 5)030 cases for a completion rate of 91*7 
sent. The 479 noninterview cases are distributed in the following 
Le, 
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Reasons for Noninterviews in 
Survey of Work EJxperience of Males l4-24 


Totals 

Total 

Refused 

No one 
home — 
repeated 
visits 

Waved or 
left house — 
could not 
locate 

Temporarily 

absent 

■ 

1 

Number of 
noninterviews 

479 

120 

33 

171 

32 

1?3 

Percent of 
work- load 

8.3 

2.1 

0,6 

2.9 

0,6 

2.1 

Percent of all 
noninterviews 

100.0 

25.0 

6.7 

35.7 

6.7 

25.5 


Estimating Methods ; 

i 

The estimation procedure adopted for this survey was a multi-stage 
ratio estimate. The first step was the assignment to each sample case i 
of a "basic weight which was equal to the reciprocal of the sampling fr&ctl« 
of the stratum from which it was selected. Thus, for the Survey of Work 
Experience of Ifeles 14-24 there were four different base weights refleetlnj' 
differential sampling by color within stratum (i.e., white ED's versus 
nonwhite ED's). 

1. ETonintervlew Adjustment 

The weights for all interviewed persons were adjusted to the 
extent needed to account for persons for whom no information was 
obtained because of absence, refusal, or unavailability for other 
reasons. This adjustment was made separately for each of sixteen 
groupings: Census region of residence (Northeast, North Central, 
South, West), place of residence (urban, rural), and color 
(white, nonwhite). 

2. Ratio Estimates 


The distribution of the population selected for the sample may 
differ somewhat, by chance, from that of the nation as a whole, In 
such characteristics as age, color, sex, and residence. Since these 
population characteristics are closely correlated with the principal 
measurements made from the sample, the latter estimates can be 
substantially itiproved when weighed appropriately by the known 
distribution of these population characteristics. This was 
accomplished through the following two stages of ratio eStimationi 
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1. First-Stage Ratio Estimation 


This is a procediire in which the sample proportions 
were weighed by the known i960 Census data on the 
color-residence distribution of the population. This 
step took into account the differences existing at the time 
of the i960 Census between the color-residence distribution 
for the nation and for the sample areas. 

). Second- Stage Ratio Estimation 


In this step, the sample proportions were weighted by 
independent current estimates of the population by age and 
color. These estimates were prepared by carrying forward 
the most recept Census data (i960) to take account of 
subsequent aging of the population, mortality, and migration 
between the United States and other countries. The adjustment 
was made by color within four age groupings: l4-15> 16-I8, 
19-21, 22-24. 

After this step, each sample person has a weight which 
remains unchanged throu^out the five-year life of the 
survey. The universe of study was thus fixed at the time of 
interview for the first cycle. Wo rewei^ting of the sample 
is made after subsequent cycles since the group of inter- 
viewed persons is an unbiased sample of the population group 
(in this case, males age l4-24) in existence at the time of 
the first cycle only. 

5 and Editing 


lost of the questionnaire required no coding, the data being punched 
ly from precoded boxes. However,, the various job description questions 
he Bureau's standard occupation and industry codes that are used with 
mthly CPS. Codes for the other "open end" questions were developed in 
iction with Ohio State from tallies of usually ten percent subsamples 
! returns. A few of the questions required special handling. The 
idinal questions were especially difficult to handle. A sizeable 
' of these were set aside and were ultimately coded by the professional 
of Ohio State and the Bureau. 

'he consistency edits for the questionnaire were completed on the 
-er. For the parts of the questionnaire which were similar to the CPS 
fied CPS edit was used. For all other sections separate consistency 
I were performed. 

lone of the edits included an allocation routine which was dependent 
irages or random Information from outside sources, since such 
ted data could not be expected to be consistent with data from 
.uent surveys. However, where the answer to a question was obvious 
thers in the questionnaire, the missing answer was entered on the 
For example, if item 52 ("if for some reason you were permanently 
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to lose YOUR PRESENT JOB TOMORROW, what would you do?”) was blank, but 
legitimate entries appeared in 53a» 'b> c {"What kind of courses or 
training would you take?," "Where would you enroll for such schooling?,” 
and "How would you finance this schooling?"), a "Return to school; get 
training" was inserted in 52. In this case, only if 52 was marked 
"Return to school," could 53a, b, and c be filled; therefore, the 
assumption was made that either the card punch operation failed to punch 
the item or the interviewer failed to mark it. 

Further, some of the status codes which depend on the answers to & 
number of different items, were completed using only partial information. 
The most obvious example is the current employment status of the 
respondent. That is, whether he was employed, unemployed, or not in the 
labor force. This is determined by the answers to a number of related 
questions. However, if one or more of these questions is not completed 
but the majority are filled and consistent, the status is determined on 
the basis of the available responses. This gives rise to an artificially 
low count of "M's" for certain items. 



APPENDIX C 


SAMPLING VARIATION 


s in any survey based upon a sample, tbe data in this report are 
t to sampling error, that is, variation attributable solely to the 
hat they emerge from a sample rather than from a complete co\mt 
population. Because the probabilities of a given individual's 
ing in the sample are known, it is possible to estimate the 
ng error, at least roughly. For example, it is possible to 
y a "confidence interval" for each absolute figure or percentage, 
s, the range within which the true value of the figure is likely 
1. For this purpose, the standard error of the statistic is 
lly used, One standard error on either side of a given statistic 
es the range of values which has a two-thirds probability of 
Ing the true value. This probability increases to about 95 
t if a range of two standard errors is used. 

rd Errors of Percentages 


a the case of percentages, the size of the standard error depends 
Ly on the magnitude of the percentage, but also on the size of 
36 on which the percentage is computed. Thus, the standard error 
percent may be only 1 percentage point when the base is the total 
of white men, but as much as 8 or 9 percentage points when the 
3 the total number of unemployed white men. Two tables of standard 
, one for whites and one for blacks, are shown below (Tables C-1 
2 ). 

le method of ascertaining the appropriate standard error of a 
;agel may be illustrated by the following example. There are 
>,000,000 white men in the age category l4 to 24. Our estimates 
/e that 21 percent of these white men in our sample are married, 
ig the table for white men (C-l) with the base of l4, 046,000 and 
’centage 20, one finds the standard error to be 0,9 percent. Thus 
! are two out of three that a complete enumeration would have 
id in a figure between 20.1 and 21.9 percent (21 + 0,9) and 19 out 
-hat the figure would have been between 19*2 and 22.8 percent 
. 8 ). 


Because the sample is not random, the conventional formula for 
ndard error of a percentage cannot be used. The entries in the 
have been computed, on the basis of a formula suggested by the 
of the Census statisticians. They should be interpreted as 
ng an indication of the order of magnitude of the standard error, 
than a precise standard error for any specific item. 
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Table C-1 Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Whlte,i 

(68 chances out of 100 ) 


Base of 

percentage (thousands) 

Estimated percentage 

1 or 99 

5 or 95 

10 or 90 

20 or 60 

53 

100 


6.0 

8.3 

11.1 


200 


4.2 

5.8 

7.8 


350 


3.2 

4.4 

5.9 


500 


2.7 

3.7 

4,9 


1,000 

0.9 

1.9 

2.6 

3.5 


5,000 

0.4 

0.8 

1.2 

1.5 


i4,o46 

0.2 

0.5 

0.7 

0.9 



Table C-2 Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Blacko 

(68 chances out of 100 ) 


Base of percentage 
(thousands) 


25 

50 

100 

200 

750 

l,l».00 

2,04l 


Estimated percentage 


1 or 99 


3.3 

2.3 
1.6 
1.2 
0.6 
0.4 
0.4 


5 or 95 

10 or 90 

20 or 80 

— 

53 

7.3 

10.0 

13.3 

16 .” 

5.1 

7.1 

9.4 

U.B 

3.6 

5.0 

6.6 

6.3 

2.5 

3.5 

4.7 

5.6 

1.3 

1.8 

2.4 

3.0 

1.0 

1.3 

1.8 

2.? 

0.8 

1.1 

1.5 

1.0 













:ages are "real," or whether they result simply from sampling variation, 
for example, one finds on the basis of the survey that 3.3 percent of 
whites, as compared with 7 percent of the blacks, are unable to work, 
question arises whether this difference actually prevails in the 
ilation or whether it might have been produced by sampling variation, 
answer to this question, expressed in terms of probabilities, depends 
:he standard error of the difference between the two percentages, which, 
:urn, is related to their magnitudes as well as to the size of the base 
jach. Although a precise answer to the question would require extended 
julation, it is possible to construct charts that will Indicate roughly, 
different ranges of bases and different magnitudes of the percentages 
iselves, whether a given difference may be considered to be" significant ," 
, is sufficiently large that there is less than a 5 percent chance that 
rould have been produced by sampling variation alone. Such charts are 
m below. 


The magnitude of the quotient produced by dividing the difference 
reen any two percentages by the standard error of the difference 
jrmines whether that difference is significant. Since the standard 
)r of the difference depends only on the size of the percentages and 
,r bases, for differences centered around a given percentage it is 
iible to derive a function which relates significant differences to 
size of the bases of the percentages. If a difference around the 
5n percentage is specified, the function then identifies those bases 
:h will produce a standard error small enough for the given difference 
)e significant. The graphs which follow show functions of this type; 

1 curve identifies combinations of bases that will make a given 
'erence around a given percentage significant. For all combinations 
}ases on or to the northeast of a given curve , the given difference 
.he maximum difference necessary for significance. 


Thus, to determine whether the difference between two percentages 
lignificant, first locate the appropriate graph by selecting the one 
jled with the percentage closest to the midpoint between the two per- 
.ages in question. When this percentage is under 50 j the base of the 
5 er percentage should be read on the horizontal axis of the chart and 
base of the smaller percentage on the vertical axis. When the midpoint 
reen the two percentages is greater than 50 » the two asces are to be 
irsed. (When the midpoint is exactly 50 percent, either axis may be 
I for either base.) The two coordinates identify a point on the 
>h. The relation between this point and the curves indicates the order 
lagnitude required for a difference between the two percentages to be 
.istlcally significant at the 5 percent confidence level. ^ 


2 The point made in footnote 1 is equally relevant here. The graphs 
lid be interpreted as providing only a rou^ (and probably conservative) 
mate of the difference required for significance. 
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All this may be illustrated as follows. Suppose in the case of 
the vfhites the question is whether the difference between 2Y percent {on 
a base of 6,000,000)3 and 33 percent (on a base of 5,000,000) is 
significant. Since the percentages center on 30 percent, Figure 4 should 
be used. Entering the vertical axis of this graph with 6,000,000 and the 
horizontal axis with 5,000,000 provides a coordinate which lies to the 
northeast of the curve showing combinations of bases for which a differenw 
of 5 percent is significant. Thus the 6 percentage point difference 
(between 27 and 33 percent) is significant. 


As an example of testing for the significance of a difference betwem 
the two color groups, consider the following. The data in our study show 
that for young men in the age cohort 22-24, 96 percent of the blacks (on 
a base of 406,000) and 92 percent of the whites (on a base of 3,045,000) 
are in the labor force. To determine whether this inter-color difference 
is statistically significant, Figure 1 is used because the midpoinjf; 

(94 percent) between the two percentages is closer to 95 than 90.^ 


Entering this graph at 406,000 on the vertical axis for blacks (calibrated 
on the right hand side of the figure) and at 3} 045 ,000 on the horizontal 
axis for whites provides a coordinate which lies to the northeast of the 
4 percent curve. Thus, the 4 percentage point difference in labor force 
participation rate is significant. 


3 Each of the curves in the graphs of this appendix illustrates a 
functional relationship between bases expressed in terms of actual sample 
cases. For convenience, however, the axes of the graphs are labeled in 

estimates which singly reflect numbers of sample oasos 
multiplied by a weighting factor. 

betweL the^tS are less (greater) than 50 and the midpoint 

^ percentages is less (greater) than the percentage for 

"the actual differences necessary for 
SqSred^ffSL^i" «hown on the cun.e. 

ne?SsaJv^S the actual differences 

50 and the midnoint •!« y*^s>^ toth percentages are less (greater) than 

c^s SrelonSSci^d®^"'"" percentage for which the 
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Appendix D 
WOWRESPOWSE RATES 


For most of the variables presented in this volume there were 
ng numbers of young men from whom information was not obtained, 
ise either the response to the specific question was unclassifiable 
I answer was given. Rarely (in the case of less than five variables) 
le number of no responses larger than 10 percent of the relevant 
.. This appendix presents a table with the major variables used in 
“eport (for both blacks and whites), the definition of the appropriate 
•rse, the number of men in that universe, and the number and proportion 
•sponses that were not ascertained. 
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s indicated in Chapter 3 ? the longitudinal survey (ifiS) has produced 
tes of employment and unemployment among male youth — especially those 
ed in school — that are considerably higher than those based upon data 
ted in the Current Population Survey (CPS). Also, the LC 3 S measures 
r school enrollment ratio for the age group than does the CPS. 

ince the CIS interview schedule for the month of October regularly 
es supplementary questions on school attendance, it is possible to 
e the pattern of differences between the two surveys for male students.^ 
reau of the Census is currently analyzing some of the unpublished 
ta in relation to the LGS data to see what light such comparisons 
n the sources of difference between the two surveys. In this appendix, 
cribe the possible sources of difference, and present in some detail 
arisen of the two sets of data. 

Ison of the Two Surveys 


oth the CPS and the L 3 S are based on national probability samples, 
from saiBpling variation, there are several possible sources of 
ence in the labor force and employment estimates from the two surveys, 
of all, the CPS generally gathers Information about all members of 
ehold from one of its adult members, most frequently the housewife, 
eans that for an unmarried youth living at home, CPS questions 
lly are answered by the youngster's mother. In the case of a young 
d man, the questions most likely would be answered by his wife, 
ally if she is not working. In the LGSj on the other hand, the data 
ably are reported by the young man to whom they apply. 

econd, there is an age difference between the two samples. For 
es of the CPS, inclusion within the cohort l 4-24 years old was on 
Bis of attained age in October, I966, whereas in the LGS, the criterion 
talned age in April of that year. The LOS sample is thus older by 
year than the CPS sample, which might account, in part, for the 
labor force participation rates produced by the former survey. 


This appendix was written by Herbert S. Fames and Ronald M. Schmidt, 

See U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Special 
Force Report No, 87, "Employment of School Age Youth, October 1966." 



Third, "the <iu@stions on lahor force and effliplojnuen't status and on 
school enrollment were not identical in the two surveys. For ascertaining 
labor force and employment status, our longitudinal survey used questions 
that were liLtimately to be incorporated in the CPS. The CPS schedule was 
not modified until January, 195?. In other words, the questions relating 
to current labor force and employment status on our LGS schedule were 
identical to those which ^ appear in CPS.2 With respect to school 
enrollment, respondents in the LGS were asked, "Are you attending or 
enrolled in regular school?" The CPS question, on the other hand, omits 
the word "regular," even thou^ both studies intend to include only schooli 
which advances a person toward an elementary or a hi^ school diploma, or i 
college, university, or professional school degree. Also, CPS instructioriS 
to interviewers, unlike those of LGS, call for classifying students as 
persons who have been enrolled during the school year, even if they no 
longer are enrolled at the time of the interview. Moreover, in the CPS, 
questions on labor force and employment status appear first in the intervie 
schedule, followed by those on school enrollment status. In the LGS, the 
order of these two segments of the schedule is reversed. 

Fourth, there is a difference in timing between the two surveys. Inter 
views for the October CPS were conducted during the week beginning 
October l6, while questions with respect to labor force and employment 
status related to the previous calendar week. In the LGS, interviewing 
extended from October 23 to December 17, while labor force questions relatfJ 
to the calendar week preceding the date of interview. Thus, while CPS 
measured employment and unemployment in the calendar week beginning 
October 9, the reference period for the LGS is less definite, ranging fro.! 
the week of October l6 to the week of December 4. However, the difference 
in tim^ reference between the two studies is not as pronounced as these 
dates inply, since all but about 25 percent of the LGS Interviews had been 
completed by mid- November, 

The problem that the difference in timing makes is twofold. First, 
the extent t)iat the general economic climate changed between October and 
ecember of 1966, CPS estimates of labor force and unemployment should dlffe.' 


+ 4.V differences were that the LGS involved probes with 
respect to the timing and nature of the work- seeking activities of the 
emt) ove . a mnvo rigorous definition of unemployment, and probes on 

obtain more accurate information about overtime 
results of a study by Robert L. Stein ("New 
^ and Unemployment," U.S. Department of Labor, 
^b.,1967, pp. 3-27) indicate that among boys 
iaboj flZl aifferences should not produce any difference in 

on the old rP9 cause unemployment rates based 

asproxtaately 0.5 percentage points 
— those based on the new definitions. 
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Another methodological difference between the two siirveys is that all 
le young men in the LGS were being interviewed for the first time. In 
3PS, on the other hand, information was for respondents of whom only 
b an eighth were experiencing their initial Interview, There is 
snqe from the CPS that responses vary among segments of the sample 
iding on whether the respondent is newly entering the sample or is 
I re- interviewed. Specifically, labor force participation and 
Dloyment rates tend to be higher among that portion of the sanqsle . 

I interviewed for the first time than among those being re- interviewed.^ 

It is tempting to explain most of the differences between our data and 
5 of CPS, particularly the differences in labor force participation 
3, in terms of the fact that the LC^ data are reported by the respondent, 
jas the CPS data, for the most partjare reported by someone else, In 
of the other differences between the two surveys, however, it is wiser 
jserve judgment. The methodological studies currently being conducted 
le Census Bureau may ultimately help to decide how much of the difference 
sen LGS and CPS is attributable to the sources of data. Moreover, when 
’esults of our 19^7 survey are tabulated, we shall have a better basis 
irriving at a confident answer to this question, since the questions in 
jGS are identical, to those in the CPS for October, I967. Until then, we 
.y point out the nature and magnitude of the differences between our 
lates and those of the CPS. 


3 An examination of seasonally adjusted unemployment rates for boys 
> and men 20-24 years old reveals that the unemployment rate of the 

'.r decreased sli^tly between October and December, 1966, but for the 
sr it increased somewhat during the same period, Rou^ estimates 
'ed from these data indicate that, for the younger group, the CPS rate 
. to be about 5 percent higher than the 1/38 rate because of the 
irence in timing, but for the older group, the LGS rate ought to exceed 
PS rate by about 10 percent. 

4 Among boys l4-19 years old participation rates for those being 
viewed for the first time are approximately 4 percent higher than the 
ge for all male teenagers in the sample and unemployment rates are 
cent greater. See Robert Pearl and Joseph Waksberg, "Effects of 

ted Household Interviews in the Current Population Survey," paper 
nted before 47th National Conference of the American Marketing 
iation, June IJ-, 1964, Dallas, Texas. Special tabulations provided 
e Census Bureau of data for "first month households" for the November^ 
ecember>196^ CPS show labor force paxticipation rates and unemployment 
for young men 14--19 and 20-24 years of age that are closer to the LGS 
than are the rates produced by the total CPS sample. 
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Ta^ble E-1 shows that the LGS estimate of the labor force for jiaies 
14-24 years of age is 2.4 million greater than that yielded by the CPS, 
This results from higher estimates of both employment and unemployment 
by almost 2.1 million in the case of the former and somewhat over 0,3 
million in the case of the latter — far too large to be reasonably 
attributable to sampling variation. There is also a substantial differer.:? 
between the two surveys in the number of young men reported as enrolled ir, 
school (Table E-2). The CPS measurement is over half a million greater 
than that of the LGS. 5 

Differences in Labor Force Participation Rates 

The differences in labor force participation rates produced by the 
surveys are much more pronounced among students than among nonstudents ait 
within each of these categories, the differences are greater for younger 
than for older youth. For the total age group, the LGS labor force 
participation rate is 28 percent greater than that of the CPS (Table E-j). 
For those enrolled in school, the differential is 62 percent; for those 
not enrolled, only 2 percent. Among the students, the rate produced hy 
the LGS for the l4-15 year olds is 2.5 times as great as that of the CPS. 
Among those 16-21, the LGS rate is about 1.5 times as large as that of 
CPS, and among the 22-24 year age group, the differential is about 1,25. 

In the case of those not enrolled in school, the largest differences 
between the two surveys occur among those under age I8. The number of 
14-15 year olds not attending school is so small that the estimates of 
labor force participation rates are not at all reliable. Among the 
16-17 year old group, the LGS rate is almost a fourth higher than that of 
CPS. For the I8-I9 year olds and the 20-21 year olds, the LGS rates are 
4 percent and 3 percent, respectively, higher than those of CPS, and for 
the 22-24 year old group, 1 percent lower. All of these differences for 
age groups 18 and above, and especially the latter, could well have 
resulted from sampling variation. 

The pattern of differences in labor force participation rates betveen 
the two surveys is similar for whites and blacks, but more pronounced in 
the case of the latter (Table E-4). For example, the LGS participation 
rate of those attending school is over twice as great as that of CPS for 
black youth and only 1.6 times as great for the whites. For those not in 
school, the LGS rate is 4 percent higher than CPS for blacks, 2 percent 
higher for whites. 


5 The slight difference in the estimates of the total number of 
men 14-24 shown in Tables E-l-E-3 results from the fact that the GPS 
weighted the saji^jle to the estimated population by age for October, 
while LGS used the population estimate for November. 
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(1) U.S. Bureau of labor Statistics , "Iii5)loyinent of School Age Youth, October 1966”, Special Labor Force Eeport 
Ko. 87, BecQEDputed from Table D* 

^ (2) Here, and in all the tables and text of the report, the term "hlack" is used instead of the more conventional 
nonwhite." This is siii5>ly a change in terminology. Olie definition of the group is precisely the same as that of 
the groi:^ designated "nonwhite" in the Current Population Survey, See text, p. 
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Enrolled in school 

Enrolled in school 


3.158 

545 

17.3 

517 

28 

5.1 

3,142 

1 , 31 ^ 

41.7 

1,116 

196 

14.9 


2,729 

1,088 

39.9 

1,001 

87 

8.0 

2,589 

1 ,445 

55.8 

1.256 

186 

12.9 


1.649 

642 

38.9 

588 

54 

8,4 

1 ,545 

919 

59-5 

796 

123 

13.4 


881 

340 

38.6 

320 

20 

5.9 

739 

400 

54.1 

384 

16 

4 ,D 



397 

56.6 

394 

3 

0.8 

629 

436 

69.4 

420 

16 

3.7 

14-£»1 

9,118 

3.012 

33.0 

2,820 

192 

6,4 

8 . 644 * 

4,512 

52.2 

3^974 

536 

11-9 



Not 

enrolled in school 



Nob 

enrolled in school 



39 

17 

43.6 

17 

0 

— 

64 

43 

67-7 

31 

12 

27.9 


292 

223 

76.4 

181 

42 


485 

447 

91.9 

4 l 0 

37 

8,3 


1.147 

1,023 

89.2 

942 

81 

7.9 

1 , 18 S 

1,099 

92*5 

1>053 

46 

4.2 


1,082 

1,015 

93.8 

971 

44 

4,3 

1,249 

1,216 

97.4 

1.179 

37 

3.0 


2.347 

2 .347 

100.0 

2 . 293 - 

54 

2.3 

2,4 i 6 

2,374 

90.3 

2,351 

23 

1,0 

14-24 

4.907 

4,625 

94.3 

4,404 

221 

4.8 

5,402 

5*179 

95.9 

5.024 

155 

3.0 

2) 

Enrolled in school 

Enrolled in school | 


482 

55 

12.2 

47 

12 

20.3 

467 

185 

39.5 

153 

32 

17.3 


401 

116 

28.9 

$2 

24 

20,7 

394 

209 

53a 

159 

50 

23.9 


192 

48 

25.0 

46 

2 

4.2 

123 

52 

41.8 

4 l 

11 

21 ,2 


50 

22 

44,0 

20 

2 

9*1 

54 

31 

58.0 

30 

1 

3.2 


35 

15 

54.3 

19 

0 


41 

36 

89.8 

35 

1 

2*8 

iii-aii 

1,160 

264 

22.8 

224 

40 

15.2 

1,078 

513 

47*6 

4 i 8 

95 

18.5 


Not enrolled in school 


Not 

enrolled in school 



8 

1 

12*5 

0 

1 

100.0 

24 

20 

85.1 

17 

3 

15.9 


59 

35 

59.3 

27 

8 

22.9 

116 

93 

84-9 

82 

16 

16.3 


199 

169 

84.9 

150 

19 

11.2 

198 

184 

92.4 

170 

14 

7 .<> 


238 

228 

95.8 

205 

23 

10,1 

259 

246 

95.0 

240 

6 

2 Ji 


370 

356 

96.2 

345 

11 

3.1 

365 

353 

96.8 

342 

11 

3.1 

14-24 

874 

789 

90.3 

727 

62 

7<9 

963 

902 

93.7 

852 

50 

5.5 


t) U.. S, Bureau of Labor Statistics, "Employment oJC School Age Youth, Ootober 19^6," Special Labor 
Poroe Report No, 87 f Table D, 

J) See Table B-lj footnote 2* 
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Table E-4 Ratios of IGS to CPS Labor Force Participation Rates and 
Unemployment Rates , by School Enrollment Status and Age^ 
Males i 4-24 Years of Age, by Color 


School enrollment 
status and age 

Ratio of LQS to CPS labor, . 
force participation rate 

Ratio of LGS to CP3 
unemployment rate^^ 


WHITES 

BLACIffi (2; 

TOTAL 

WHITES 

jgjmym 

TOI 

Total 







14-15 

2.4 o 

3,42 

2.50 

3.08 

0.79 

2.:' 

16-17 

1.42 

1,84 

1.46 

1.19 

1.01 

1.1 

18-19 

1.24 

1.32 

1,24 

1.04 

1.06 

1.0 

20-21 

1.18 

1.02 

1.15 

0.70 

0.25 


22-24 

1.03 

i.o4 

1.03 

0.66 

l.l4 

iwi 

Total 14-24 

1.27 

1.33 

1.28 

1.33 

1.05 

l.i 

Enrolled in school 







14-15 

2.41 

3.24 

2.49 

2.92 

0.85 

2.3 

16-17 

1.40 

1.84 

1.44 

1.61 

1.15 

1.5 

18-19 

1.53 

1.67, , 

1.55 

1.60 


il.l 

22-21 

1.4o 

3 

1.40 

0.68 

(3) 

o.{ 

22-24 

1.23 

- — (3) 

1.25 

4.62 

——(3) 

5.1 

Total i 4-24 

1.58 

2,09 

1.62 

1.86 

1,22 

l.'i 

Not enrolled 







in school 







14-15 

— (3) 

.—(3) 

-.-(3) 

— (3) 


* ■ 

16-17 

1.20 

1.43 

1.23 

0.44 

0.71 

0.; 

18-19 

i.o4 

1.09 

i.o4 

0.53 

0.68 

0,! 

20-21 

l.o4 

0.99 

1.03 

0.70 

0.24 

0.: 

22-24 

0.98 

1.00 

0.99 

0.43 

1.00 

0,! 

Total 14-24 

1,02 

i.o4 

1.02 

0.63 

0,70 

O.f 


(1) Computed from data in Table 

(2) See Table g-i , footnote 2. 

(3) Ratio not calculated where rates are based on numbers under 100, 000. 
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tie two studies vary in opposite directions depending upon whether 
oks at youth who are attending school or those who are not (Table E-3). 
the youth attending school, LGS produces an unemploynent rate of 12.6 
t, as compared with 7.1 percent registered by CPS. On the other hand, 

S rate for those out of school is almost two percentage points lower 
hat of CPS (3.4 versus 5.2). In the out-of-school group, the 
oyment rate is uniformly about half as great as the CPS rate in all 
tegories except the 14-15 year old group, where the absolute numbers 
ry small. For the in- school youth, the LGS registers higher unemploy- 
ates for all age categories except the 20-21 year olds, where it is 
wo- thirds as hi^ as the CPS. The difference is greatest for students 
years old whose rate is almost 9 percentage points higher in LGS than 
. Differentials between the two surveys are similar, in general, for 
and blacks; however, in the case of those enrolled in school the 
11 differential is greater in the case of whites. 

terlstics of Employed Students; CPS versus LGS 

•iven that LGS registers a much higher level of employment among male 
ts than the CPS, is there any evidence of a systematic difference in 
nds of employment reported in the two surveys? More specifically, 
uth registered as employed by LGS, but not by CPS, disproportionately 
trated in such casual and marginal occupations as lawnmowing, 
per delivery, or babysitting — kinds of employment which are more 
• to be remembered and reported by a youngster himself than by his 
s. A definitive answer to this question is not possible with the 
vailable to us. Nevertheless, some fairly confident judgments may 
.e by comparing the CPS and LGS distributions of the enployed group 
upation and class of worker. Total employment of students, as 
■ed by the LGS, is 1.3 million greater (44 percent) than that of CPS. 
s such a large difference that if It were attributable exclusively, 
m primarily, to the inclusion of particular categories of young 
's likely to be missed by CPS, there surely would be pronounced 
‘ences in percentage distributions between the two sets of data. 

Lctually, the occupational conposition of the employed youth enrolled 

lool is slightly different as measured by the LGS from what is 

‘ed by CPS (Table E-5).6 in particular, it is noteworthy that whether 


> Among those not enrolled in school , LGS shows a substantially 
' proportion of craftsmen, foremen, and kindred workers than GPS. The 
■ence is most pronounced in the case of youngsters 18-19 years of age. 
}S shows a fifth of this age group as craftsmen, as compared with only 
;h in the CPS. Among youth 20-24 years old, the respective proportions 
. percent and l8 percent. We have no explanation for the differences, 

5 the occupational level of youth in blue-collar jobs is more likely to 
srstated in the self-reports of the young men than when other members 
5 household provide the information. 
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one looks at the data for the total age group or for the Individual age 
categories, there is no tendency for LGS to show greater concentration of ' 
youth in sales, service, or farm laborer occupations, and only a very 
slight tendency, especially in the younger age groups, for LGS to overrepr«- 
sent nonfarni laborers relative to CPS. These are the occupational category 
in which most casual and marginal jobs would fall. 

Using class of worker as the criterion, one might expect casual work 
by teenagers to be disproportionately concentrated among the self- employe-3 
and unpaid family workers. In both the CPS and LGS, the proportion of the 
age group in this category is more than twice as high for students as for 
nonstudents. It is noteworthy, therefore, that the proportion of employed 
students, classified by LGS as self-employed and unpaid family workers, is 
actually sli^tly lower than the corresponding figure of CPS (Table E-6}. 
All of the difference is attributable to the youngest age group (l4-17) 
where most of the casual work should be expected to be concentrated. 

Characteristics of Unemployed Students; CPS versus LGS 

Since the unemployment rates for students shown by the LGS are much 
higher than those of the CPS, one may wonder whether they reflect an 
element of fantasy resulting from the self-reporting by the very young. 

The evidence on this question is very limited and more or less circtimatantlt 
In the first place, it is probably significant that all of the 633 thousani 
students who reported themselves unemployed in the LGS had had previous vort 
experience. Second,’ when the occupations in which they last served are 
compared with the occupations of those in the same age group current] y 
enuployed, the differences are not extremely great (Table E-7). Finally, 
the methods of job search used by the youth appear to be reasonable and, 
moreover, do not differ much between the l4-15 year olds, where '^fantasy” 
would be most likely, and the I8-19 year olds (Table E-8). In both age 
groups, about half the young men were checking directly with employers, on? 
in seven or eight was canvassing friends and relatives, and a similar 
proportion was using formal methods such as employment services or newapapfi 
advertisements. Vfhile these data are by no means conclusive, they at least 
make suspect the hypothesis that the LGS data on unemployment are inflated 
by unre^istic responses of the very young. There is no evidence, either 
in previous work experience or in current activity, that the unemployment 
youngest group is any more the figment of whimsy or fantasy than 
that of their older counterparts. 
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Cougar i son of Current Popiilation and Longitudinal Survey Results 

(Percentage distribution) 


V occupation 

P 

Current Population Survey 

Longitudinal Survey 


BBH 

20-24 

Total 

i4-24 

IH9 


20-24 

Total 

14-24 


Enrolled in school I 

Enrolled in school 

eselonal and 
chnical 

1 

8 

32 

10 

3 

12 

38 

11 

ere and 
rm managers 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

atm managers 
i proprietors 

0 

1 

6 

2 

0 

4 

4 

2 

ical 

7 

17 

15 

11 

6 

22 

19 

11 

B 

17 

12 

8 

14- 

13 

8 

6 

11 

affcsmen and 
foremen 

1 

4 

9 

4 

4 

7 

5 

5 

ativee 

13 

22 

l4 

15 

13 

12 


12 

ice 

20 

21 

12 

18 

21 

20 

KS 

19 

laborers 

18 

2 

0 

10 

15 

5 


10 

arm -laborers 

22 

11 

4 

16 

24 

10 

6 

18 

tal percent 


100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

tal number 
thousands) 


634 

753 

3,o44 

2,686 

837 

870 

4,392 


Not enrolled in school 

Not 

enrolled in eel 

10 ol 

eseional and 
chnical 

1 

■ 

10 

8 

2 

3 

10 

8 

ere and farm 
nagers 

1 

■ 

1 

1 

0 

0 


1 

arm managers 
d proprietors 

0 

2 

6 

5 

1 

1 


4 

icol 

6 

8 

9 

9 

9 

9 


9 

8 

2 

3 

5 

4 

4 

2 


4 

tsmen and 
remen 

9 

10 

18 

16 

11 

20 

22 

20 

at Ives 

28 

4i 

32 

34 

31 

38 

31 

32 

ice 

9 

5 

5 

6 

11 

7 

6 

6 

laborers 

23 

6 

3 

4 

11 

7 

3 

4 

arm laborers 

22 

20 

10 

13 

21 

l4 

8 

n 

tal percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

tal number 
thousands) 

225 

1,092 

3,8l4 

5,131 

540 

1,223 

4,ll4 

5,876 


l) U. S. Bureau of Labpr Statistics, "Employment of School Age Youth, October 1966 " 
Special Labor Force Report No, 87 , 3?able F, 


239 





























Tal)le e -6 Class of Worker, by School Enrollment Status and Age, October 1966; 

Employed Males l 4 - 2'4 Years of Age 

Comparison of Cvirrent Peculation and Longitudinal Survey Heaultn 

(Percentage distribution) 




Longitudinal Survey 

Class of worker 




Total 




■Hil 


14-17 

18-19 

20-24 

14-24 

14-17 

18-19 



20-24 

iEl 


Enrolled in school 

1 Enrolled In school 

Wage and salary 

Self- employed 

83 

96 

99 

90 

88 

94 

96 

' 51 

and unpaid 
family worker 

17 

4 

1 

10 

12 

6 

4 

9 

Total percent 
Total number 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 


(thousands) 

1,657 

634 

753 

3,044 

2,686 

837 

870 

1 4 , 3 '?J 


Not enrolled in school 

Wot enrolled In sohcwl I 

Wage and salary 
Self-employed 

88 

96 

96 

96 

96 

96 

95 


and unpaid 
family worker 

12 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

5 


Total percent 
Total number 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

iw' 

(thousands) 

225 

1,092 

3 , 8 l 4 

5,131 

. 540 



1,223 

4 ,ll 4 

5 , 676 , 


Statistics, "Employment of School Age Youth, 

October 1966 fecial Labor Force Report No. 87, recomputed from Table H. 
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r occupation 

i 4-15 

16-17 

P 

Employed 

Unen5)loyed 

Employed 

Unemployed 

esslonal and 
hnical 

3 

0 

3 

2 

arm managers 
proprietors 

0 

0 

0 

0 

ical 

5 

10 

6 

6 

s 

16 

20 


8 

tsmen and 
emen 

3 

8 

6 

0 

atives 

8 

12 

17 

22 

arm laborers 

26 

24 

23 

36 

ice 

19 

12 

23 

18 

ers and farm 
orers 

19 

15 

12 

7 

otal percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

otal number 
thousands ) 

1,268 

i 

228 

l,4l8 
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36 : Longitudinal Survey 


2 E~8 Methods of Looking for Work, by Age: Unemployed Male Students 

14-19 Years of Age 

(Percentage distribution) 


cd of looking for work 

i 4-15 

16-17 

18-19 

5l employment service 

h 

11 

0 

Lc employment agency 

2 

1 

4 

ite employment agency 

2 

2 

0 

3tly with employer 

54 

38 

k 9 

js or answers ads. 

7 

8 

9 

tlves and friends 

l4 

13 

16 

or combinations 

16 

27 

21 

3tal percent 

100 

' 100 

100 

3tal number (thousands) 

228 

236 

134 


36 : Longitudinal Survey 
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NATIONAL LONGITUDINAL SURVEYS 

SURVEY OF WORK EXPERIENCE 
OF MALES 14-24 

1966 


3. Nome 
T. Address 


uiav niiDiuer 
of respondeat 


5. Interviewed by; 


'Code 


Date 

Time 

Comments 


e.m. 

p.m. 



a.TT). 

p.m» 



a.m< 

p*m. 



a.m. 

p.m. 


RtCORO OF INTERVIEW | 

Intervir 

jgaii 

m lime 

Ended 

Dat& completed 

Comments 






] Tempornrily absent 
) No one home 
] FlefuBcd 


A □ Other - Specify 








hdm 2 - Identlftcotfon code 


Hem 13 - MorltoF itatui 

1 □ Married spouse present 

2 □ Married spouse absent 

3 □ IVidowed 

4 □ Divorced 
6 □ Separated 
6 □ Never married 


Item 15 - Age 


Item 16 Roce 
t □ White 

2 □Negro 

3 □ 


Item 22 - Tenure 

1 □ Owned or being bought 

2 O Rented 

3 □ No cash rent 

Itemt 23-25 - Lend usage 

iQA 4^0 

3nc 




pvndent Aas moved, enter new address 
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It gra<{d are you ottoncfing? 


c« you turned 14, were you ever out of 


r you turned 14, were you ev< 
for ort entire school year? 


It is the highest year of regular school 
hove completed? 


1 Elem 1 23 456 7 8- SKIP to SecUon D, 

2 High . . . « 1 2 3 4 3 

3 College ,,1 2 3 4 5 6 + 


0 □, Respondent is 14 — SKIP to Check Hem A 

t □ Yes - SKIP to 8 

x| I No — SKIP to Check hem A 


0 None , . . , 0 — SKIP to Section E, page 10 

1 Elem, ,..1 23 456 7 8 

2 High .... 1 2 3 4 

3 College . . 1 2 3 4 5 6 + 


i old were you when you last ottended regular school? 


f would you say you decided to end your 
cation at that time? 


0 Completed 4 or more years of college 

1 Q] Had to work 

2 r 1 Couldn^t afford college 

3 CD Lack of ability 

4 CD Disliked echool 
s CD Military service 

I 6 CD particular reason 
7 a Other ^ Specify 


ween the time you turned 14 ond 

B mentioned in S), were you ever out of school 
on entire school year or more? 


V old were you? (If more than once, 
about most recent lime,) 


1 CD Yes - Ask 8 


X CD No - SKIP to 

Check Item A 


f were you out of school at thot time? 


f did you return to school? 



CK ^ CD Enrolled in school or a college graduate (Q, 1 or 4) — SKIP to 17, page 5 
^ ^ 1 CD All others — Ask lla 


nsldering oil the experience you hove had in working 
looking for jobs since leaving school, do you feel that 
I having more education hos hurt you In ony way? .... 


y do you feel this way? 



(If ‘Tcs'O 

t CD Can^t get as good a job 
2 CD Difficult to get a job 
CD Other — Specify 


2 CD No 


(If **No**) 

6 CD Have a good job 

7 CD Wouldti^f be making 

as much money 
I I Other - Specify 


fou could, would you like to get more , » — i k 

ucatlon or training? j LJ t ea - 


2 CD No - SKIP to 23a 


at kind of couriei or training would you ^ CD Complete ’high s 

• ’“k*? a □ Go lo coltege 

4 CD Other - Specify 


^ CD Technical (vocational) training -- Specify type 
2 CD Complete ’high school 


1 CD Yes When? 

2 CD No * - - - Whv not? 

s CD 


you expect that you actually will get this 
jcation or troining? 















oraning, «i9crronicf troining, «tc.? 


b. Why did you dtcldo to got rnoro troinlng? 


c. What typo of training did you toko? 


d. How long did tklt training last? » 

0, How many hour* por woek did you 
tpend On thi* training? 


tnU4 

2 05-9 


3 □ 10^14 

4 □15^19 


*5 O ^OoreaJ* 


Did you finish or comploto tk# progrom? 


\[Z]y^B^SKIP to h 
2 [I]No ^Askg 
3 □ Still going on - SKIP to 14a 


g. Vfhy didn't you comploto tho program? 


h. Do you use this training on your proiont (lost) job? 


T4o* Aside from regular tcbool, did you ever take a 
full’time program lasting tlx weeks or more ot 
0 company training school? i 

b. What type of training did you take? 

c. How long did this training last? * 

d« How many hours per week did you spend 

on this training? 


in Yes 


iCJYes 


2 0 No 


3 J Never 


2 □ No ^ SKIP to I5a 



ini-4 
2 [115-9 


3 □ 10»14 

4 □ 16-19 


g[ )!&0oira:re 


Did you finish or complete this program? . 


1 OYes -5A/P tog 
aONo ^Askf 
3 □ Still going on ^SKIP to 15a 


f. Why didn't you complete the program? . 
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hy did you decide 1o get more educotion? 

^at type of course did you toke? 

ow long did this course last? . . 



ow mony hours per week did you spend 

1 this course? 

id you finish or complete this program? * . 

' CI] 1--4 3 10—14 5 03 20 or more 

* a 5-9 4 □ 15-19 

1 □ Yea - SK/P to k 

2 Q No - Ask g 

3 CD Still going on - SKIP to 17 


0 you use this education on your present (last) job? . * » 

in Yes an No a □ Never worked 

ove you ever served In the U.S. Armed Forces? 

1 □ Yes - Which bronch? x □ No ~ SKIP to 22a 

1 □ Navy 
z\ 1 Army 

3 1 ) Air Force 

4 03 Marines 

5 r 1 Const Ruard 

ow did you enter the Armed Forces? , . , 

1 03 Drafted 

2 OH Enlisted as q regular 

3 03 Entered through OCS, ROTC, Service Academy 

4 03 ^ 



ow many months were you on active 

fty in the Armed Forces? « 

Months 

ew old were you when you were 

rparated from active service? * « . . 

Years 

ther than bosk trafnfng, what kinds of training did you 
ceive while you were in the Armed Forces? 

f more than 2, enter those 2 the respondent feels 
ere most important.) 

Isk i-d for both kinds of training) 

Id you finish or complete this program? *..**..**** 

long did this training lost? ittrTrtt'tTtiiri 

1 

1. J 2. 

0 03 None ^ SKIP to e [ 

Id Yes jiaYes 

aCDNo laaNo 

1. Months 1 2. Months 

> you use this troinlng on your present (last) |ob? * * . * 

lat military occupotlbn did you have 
r the longest time? * . . * 

1 

1 03 Yes 1 1 OH Yes 

2 OH No ! 2 OH No 

3 OH Never worked i 3 OH Never worked 

sre you on officer or enli sted man at that time? « « , * . 

1 OH Commissioned or 2 OH Enlisted man 

Warrant Officer j 

3ve you ever tried to enter Active Military Service? , . . 

iy were you not accepted? « . * 

IQY. 

inTr 

2|I]F. 

»nF« 

sQNc 

6 1 1 Dc 







X] I iNever attended nign acnooi to :>ect\on 



b. Whol li »h1« hlah »eKi>»ri oddwti? 


ZIP code 



c. Is fhit kSooI public or private? J □ P«Wic 

4. In who! ysflri have you been (were you) enrolled there? . . . 


2 □ Private 


1 □ Vocational ^ What ctid you specialise (are yes 
2 CII Commercial / »p«lalUing) in? 


«. Are(wire) you .nrolled In 0 vocotlonol eurrieulom, 2 IIII Commercial / »pMlalliing) in? 

o cammercial curtloulum, college preparatory or a , — , ^ 

«n.wl eurrteolum (during your la.l yea, In (ilgh .ehool)?. . College preparatory 

4 1 I General 


\ [ID Reapoadent haa completed one or more years of college (Q. 2 or 4) — SKIP to Section C 
xQ Reapoadent haa completed leas than one year of high school - SKIP to Section D, pagt B 
2 □ All others - 'Ask 24a 


24a. What hlflh ichoal iub|ect did you en|oy 

(hava you sn|oyod) tha most? 



be Whflt li tho main rooion yau onloyed 
(hav* inloyod) . , .? . e . 


25a. What high school subioct did you dltllh* 
I (havo you dfiltkod) fho most? 


b. What Is thi moln rooton you distikod 
(hovi disllkod) . . •? 




0 CD None — SKIP to 25a 


1 CD Interested in it 

2 CD It 

3 CD Do well in it 

4 CD Preporcs for future job or career 

5 □ Important for non-vocational ronaone 

6 CD Other — Specify^ 


0 CD None - SKIP to 26a 


t CD DifficuUj hard work 4 CD Coring 

2 CD Felt it a woste of time 8 CD Olker - Specify 

3 CD poorly in it ^ ___ 


In yowf lost full year In high schools o CD None z CD 5—9 4 

26a. How wony hours por wotk. on tho ovemge, ^ ^ — i i n i « S" i Xk i 

did y.u ip.nd doing your (lom.work? _ H C 1^1 - - 1 - - - - ■ 

1 □ Scho J library or A □ 

bi Wlwr. did y«u nomaHy do moi< «< y»ur homework? 1 ^ Airborne 

9 CD At friend's home 

«. Wore riwro eny cendmen. ot ihl* piece which ~i fl Yel- J** d ~2 EhNo - SKIP to « 

mod* it hard for you to study? _ IT'I-. JS-.-..-,-.--.-. 

t CD Noise (diatractiona) 

d. Whflt wofo thoif conditions? . . 2 CD Lacks necessary focilities (deok, room, ticJi 

3 CD Other - Specify 

fl, Did you toko port in ony oxtro-currlculor 
flctWitiff ot schoolp such as, sports^ 
drdoMtics^ publiccitions^ musicp or etubs? 


1 CD Yea - Ask f 



f. How mony Hours |»tr wook, on tho avorago, did you ^ CD 1*^4 

ipond Of) Hiost flctivltlos? 2 CD 5^^ 

1 CD Sporta 

g. Whflt was yaur favorltfl flxtnKurfkulor activity? * CD Publications 

9 CD Dramatic a 


3 Cl 10-U 

4 015-19 


2 CD No - SKIP to 27 


k B CP 20 oriKo 


4 [ I Music 
e CD Other clubs 
6 CD Other - Spitify 
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^ Did you (do you) - 

all 1 . ,j I I j t \ \ 1 [13] like it very much? 

t. All things considered, how do you feel about , — , ,,, 

you. higti school experience? 2 C 3 like it folrly well? 

3 133] dislike It somewhat? 
133] dislike it very much? 


C. COLLEGE EXPERIENCE 


CHSCK ^ CD Respondent has never attended college (Q. 2 or 4) — SKIP to Section D 
ItflMI C t CJ Other 29a 


to,. What aro the names of all the colleges 
you hove attended? 


ENDED 



d. What degree did you receive? 

f If more than one, record the most recent) 


e. In what field did you receive your degree? 


Is Why did you decide to major in (field of 
study Ttienlioncd in 29e)? 


o[3D receive degree - SKIP to g 


1 (33] Interested in U 

2 CD Do well in it 

3 CD Advised to do so 


4 [33] Good job possibilities 

5 [33] Other - Specify 


g. What Is(wos) the full-time tuition per year at 

(most recent school given in 29a)? 

h. Did(do) you have a scholarship, fellowship, assistant- 

ship, or other type of financial aid while enrolled at 
(most recent school given in 29n)? * , . 


t CD Yes - Ask i 


2 CD ^o-^SKIP tok 


i. What kind? 


i. How much woi It? 


k. Why did you decide to continue your 


1 CD Scholarship or fellowship 

2 CD Asslstantship (teaching* research, etc,) 

3 CD Loon 

4 CD Other 5peci/y 


1 CD College degree necessary for hjs work 

2 CD College degree necessary for success 

3 CD Wanted more education 


«iiuedtlon b*yond high »ehool? 4 q;;] Avoia miliinry service 

5 CD Cther — Specify 


® CD Respondent has not completed one year of college (Q. 2 or 4 ) — SKIP lo 35, page 8 
t CD Other - Ask 30a 



lOo, What fi«ld of study In coMogo did you onioy 
(fiavo you onjoyod) the most? 


b. What Is tho main roason you onjoyod ^ 

(hgy. •n|oy.a) . . . ? *^1 

sCI 


t 133 Interested fcn it 

2 CD R 

sCDD^' 







■ 

b. Wbat is the main veoson you disliked 

1 Q Difficult 4 12^ Doring 

2 □ Felt it a waste of time 6 Oilicj *- Fptriff 


V 


3 □ Does poorly in it 

1 

32. All tblngi considered, how do you feel 
obout your college expeiience? 

Did (do) you- 

1 □ like it very much? 

2 Q] like It fairly well? 

3 □ dislike it somewhat? 

4 □ dislike it very much? 


CHECK 
ITEM E 

X □ Hespondenl is attend inc; college (Q. 2) - SKIP to 35 

1 □ Other - Ask 33 ^ 

1 

33. Wovlil] 

^Kiu like to receive mare educalien? 

©□Yes - SKIP to 3S kO No - .SA/Pw.Wl 




D. EDUCATIONAL GOALS OF THOSE ENROLLED IN SCHOOL 

8* 

h. 

CHECK 
ITEM f 

y Q Respondent ia enrolled in school (Q. 1) — Ask 34a j 

X CD Other — SKIP to Section E i 

; mT! 

\ 

1 

34a. How much more education would you like to get? \ 

(If 'Wonej" mark current grade and {oltow appropriate skip pattern) ' 

b. 


High School 

College 

c, 

d. 

(1> 

D □ L.ess than high school CH ^ ^ 

(^skh) Q] 2 years >/ls&fc 

I I 3 years J 

4 years - SKIP to c 

(2) 

1 1 2 years (complete junior collogo or cquUnlrrA 

1 1 4 years (graduate from 4-yenr collcgiO 

Q] 6 years (obtain Maaler’s dogreo or ciquivnUr.O f" 

□ 7 + years (obtain Ph.D. or profesBlcinal clpgfff )) 

(M.D.» Law, etc.) 


b. Whv don^t vou want to comDlete htah school? 




» 1 -» 



c. Whet do you expect to do when you leave school? 

t Q] Go to work \ 

2 1 1 Military service * 

3 rn Other — .Spec Z/y i 

M 



Name 


dk What colleoe would vou like to attend? 

Location (City and State) 








® CJ Undecided 


e» Whot field of study would you like to take in college? . « * 

ol 1 Don’t know — SKIP to 36a 




1 □ Prepares for vocation I’m interostod In x 


f. Why would vou like to ao into this field of itudv? 

2 □ Prepares for vocation that pays well f ^ 

» [□ Other ~ Specify^ J 




1 •. 

35. How much more college education would you like to get? 

* ^ '' *** <unlor college or equivalent) 


om 4-year college) 
ter*8 degree or equivalent) 
).D. or profeaftiotiel degree) 






D. EDUCATIONAL GOALS OF THOSE ENROLLED IN SCHOOL - Continued 

» things now st«nd, how much more educotion do you think you will actually get? 

High School College 

(1) (2) 

f I 1 year □ 2 years (complete junior college or equivalent) 

r I 2 years 4 years (graduate from 4“year college) 

r 1 3 years [13^ years (obtain Master^s degree or equivalent) 

I I 4 years Q 7 + years (obtain Ph.D. or professional degree) 

(M.D,, Law, etc.) 


w 

R, 


Amount recorded in 36a is; 

1 Same or greater than amount given in 34a or 35 - dsA 36b 


low will you finonctt this additional education? 


^hy do you thlnV you will octually get 
ess education than you would like to? 


1 1 1 Scholarship 

4 □ Work 

2 □ loan 

5 1 1 Don4 know, not sure 

3 n Parents 

6 133 Other — Specify 

(SEW to Section E) 

1 □ Too expensive; lack of sufficient funds 

2 □ Difficulty in gelling into college 

3 □ Military obligation 

4 Q Have to go to work 

5 ( 1 Other — Specify 



While aiTSWoring Section D was another person present? 

I I Yes □ No - Go to Section E 

Would you say this person influenced the respondent's answers? 
□ Yea □ No 


:s 
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E. CURRENT LABOR FORCE STATUS 


37. Vi/ha^ y<j« <ioing moil of LAST 
WSEK- 

f worlciriT) 

[ going to se^iool 
or something else? 

1 f:] Wk - Workinp ~ SKIP to 38h^ 

2 lZ) J a job bul not at work 

3 J " Lh — Looking for work 

A '' - Going lo sjchoo) 

s V - GoaWe to work — 

SKIP lo 4 in, page 1 1 

6[’3^T - Other - Specify 


38q. Djrf you do any work at dll LAST 
WEEK, not counting work around 
the House? 

I □ Yes 2 □ No - SKIP to 39a 

How mony Hours did you 
^ work LAST WEEK at oil 

lobs^ 


, 38c. Do you USUALLY work 35 hours 
or more o week at this job? 

^ [Zn ~ What is tfie reoson 
I you worked less then 

35 hours LAST WEEK? 

2 tZZl What Is the reason 

vou USUALLY work 
less than 35 hours 
a week? 

{Mark the appropriate reason) 

0 1 13^ Slack work 

02 Material ahorlagc 

03 Plant or machine repnir 

L"I1 job started during week 

lIZI Job lermmalcd during week 

os 123 Could find only parl-time work 

^ CZ! Cahor dispute 

^6 IZH P>d not want full .♦lime svork 

I CZ) Full-time work week under 

35 hours 

to [ZZI Attends school 

tl [Z^ llolidny (legal or religious) 

1 2 (ZZl Pud weather 

1 3 IZZJ Cwn illness 

I M CZI Cln vacation 

IS [ZI] Too busy fvith housework, 
personal bustpesa, etc. 

^ Specify 


CHECK ITEM H 

Reapondent worked — 

1 [23 49 hours or more — SKIP to 

i2a on page 1 1 and enter 
job worked at last week 

2 (^2) 1-34 hours - /l«/c c— e 

3 Q 35-48 hours Ask 

' f. Did you lose ony time or toke any 
time off from work LAST WEEK 
for any reason such as illness, 
holiday, or slack work? 

t Q Yes - How many hours 

did you take off? 

2|ZZ|No 

NOTEi Correct item 3Bb if lost lime 
not already deducted} if item 38b 
ts reduced below 35 hours, ask 
Items 38c ’-'6, otherwise skip to 42a, 

g. Did you work any overtime or 
extra hours LAST WEEK? 

1 lZ] Yes - How many extra 
hours did you 
work? 

2 CZIN 0 

NOTE: Correct item 38h if e^tra 
hours not already included and 
skip to 42a. 

h. Did you work at more than one job 
or for more than one employer 

LAST WEEK? 

tlZZlYes 2 CZIN 0 
NOT E: Find out wheiher hours 
on extra jobs were inc luded in 
item 38b; if not^correct, 

(SKIP to 42a) 

NOTES 


(If 'V" m 37, skip io 3%) 

39a. Even though you did not work 
last WEEK, do you hove 0 [frk 
(or business)? 

I 1 IZZI Yes ^ Ask h 

X.CIN 0 - SKIP to Wo 

h. Why wore you absoAt from w frill 

LAST WEEK? 

1 CZ! Cwn illneSB 

2 CZl 0^ vacation 

I a CZl wcnilicr 

^ CZl Labor dlaputc 

s CZl New job to begin 

I within 30 tiny H - diA iOt'i 

I 6 CZl Temporary liiyo-if 

I (leas than 30 dnyHlI 

I 7 CZ) Indefinite loyoH y Uk 
(more than 30 daynl 

I or no (tcfiriilc jl 

I recall date) 

I B CZ! School in tor frrcii 

3 CZ3 Other — Specify 


c. Are you getting wages or sof^r^ 
for ony of the time off LASf 
WEEK? 

!□ Yes 

an No 

3 CZl SoU-employptl 

d. Do you usually work 35 houri c^r 
more a week ot this |eh? 


tCZlYca 


2( INd 


(Go to 42a and enter j|oA Arid 
last week.) 


(If entry in 3Bd or 38e, SKIP to 42a 
on page U and enter job worked 
at last week.) 


2$2 


E. CURRENT LABOR FORCE STATUS - Continued 


7/ in item 37 j skip to 40b) 

^av• you been looking for work 
Jurhg the post 4 weeks? 

1 □ Yes X □ No - SKIP to 41a 

Alhot- hove you been doing in the 
ost 4 weeks to find work? 

'Mark all methods used; do not read list) 

> ( I Checke<l with school employment service 
(or counselor) 

l Q Checked with public employment agency 
2(31] Checked with private employment agency 
a I I Checked directly with employer 
1 CD Placed or answered ads 
a CD Checked with friends or relatives 

J CD Other — Specify: For example ^ MDTAt union^ 
or professional registert etc. 


7 CD Nothing - SKIP to 41a 


41a. When did you last work ot a regular full- or part-time 
|ob or business lasting two consecutive weeks or more? 


0 CD Never worked at all 

I SKIP to 45a 

x| I Never worked 2 weeks or more 1 

1 CD Before 1961 

2 CD 1961 or later,^ 

(Month and year) 

b. Why did you leave that job? 

1 CD Personal, family reasons 

2 CD Health reasons 

3 CD School 

4 CD SEASONAL job completed 

5 CD Slack work or businesB conditions 

6 CD TEMPORARY nonseasonal job completed 

CD Unsatisfactory work arrangement (hours, pay, etc.) 

0 CD Other — Specify 

(SKIP to 45a) 


42a, For whom did you work? (Name of company, 
organization, or other employer) 


b. Whoro is 


located? 


1) How many weeks hove you been looking for work? 

2) How many weeks ago did you start looking for a job? 

3) How many weeks ago were you laid off? 

Number of weeks 

dove you been looking for full- or part-time work? 

’ CD 2 CD Ihnc 

1 there any reason why you could not toke a |ob 
LAST WEEK? 

1 CD “ Check reason 

1 CD Needed at home 

2 CD Temporary illness 

3 CD School 

4 CD Other - Specify 

2 CD No 

#hen did you lost work at o full- or part-time job 
>r business lasting two consecutive weeks or more? 

1 □ 1961 or later \sKIP to 42a and 

Month Year Venter last job 

z CD Before 1961 

a CD Never worked 2 weeks or more ^ Section H, 

4 CD Never worked at all J ^ 


c. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: 
civil engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer, etc.) 


d. What kind of business or Industry is this? (For example: 
TV and radio ninnufacturcra, retail shoe store, 

State Labor Department, farm, etc.) 


e. Were you - 

1 CD P — an employee of PRIVATE company, 

business, or individual for wages, 
salary, or commission? 

2 CD <5 - a GOVERNMENT employee 

(Federal, State, county, or local)? 
3CDO -- SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, 
professional praeftee, or farm? 

^|s this business incorporated? 

CD Yes CD No 

4CDWP - Working WITHOUT PAY In 
family business or farm? 


SKIP to 
43a 


ft How much do (did) you usually earn ot this job 
before deductions? 


(If amount ^iven per HOVH^ record dollars and cents; 
otherwise round to the nearest dollar) 


43a. How did you find out about this job? 

0 CD School employment service (or counselor) 

^ CD Public employment agency 
4 CD Private employment agency 

3 CD Employer 

4 CD Newspaper ads 

® CD Friends or relatives 

CD Other — Specif y 

b. When did you start working ot this job or business? 

^ or (if 1966) 

(Month) 


(Yoer) 


£ 53 , 







E. CURRENT LABOR FORCE STATUS - Continued 


CHECK 
ITEM I 


. □ Respondent .s m Labor Force Groop A (WK in 37. or “Yes" in SRa or 39o) nnd 
entry in 43b is before October 1965 ^ Ask 44a 
2 CD Hespondent is in Labor Porce Croup A and entry in 43b ib October 
or later — SKIP to 44c 

X IIJAll others - SKIP to Section F 


44a, Have you ever done any o^her kind of 
work for (name of employer in 42a)? . . 


b, Whot kind of work were you doing a year 
ago at this time? 


c. Were you working a yeor ago at this time? 

d. For whom did you work then? 

e. What kind of business was this? 

L What kind of work were you doing? . . * . 


g. Would you say that the work you ore doing now reguirfes 
more skIII than the work you were doing o year ago? « * . 

h. Would you say thot you have more responsibility 
in the work you are doing now than In the work 

you were doing a year ago? * 



1 Q More 

2 n Less 

3 [ J The Bnirir anioiint 


2 □ I.CS0 

3 (3] The Hiiinc' nmoiini 


(SKIP to .SVc^ioa F) 


, □Yes-zf^Ai 2 |Z]No ^ skip to ^ 


t □ Yes -/lU d 


X □ No ^ SKIP to Scciicy fl 


45a. Do you intend to look for work of any kind 
in the next 12 months? 


1 n Vc8 - definitely 1 

2 0Y'!s-l"'nl>«l>ly / 

3 [7J iMnybe, it depends on - Whot? 


4nNo 

s n know 




{SKIP to to/ 


SKIP to 16 


b. Whef> do you intend to start looking for work? . . 

c, What kind of work do you think you will look for? 


Month 


d. What will you do to find work? 


0 [“J (!ht*i'k with school employmenl acrvice (nr unir^ni’litr) 

1 rj (iheek with public employ in on I agency 
2 [ (‘luuk uilh private employment ngency 

3 n (iheik directly with employ or 

4 ^*] Place or answer newspaper ads 

5 (’hook with friends orrolniives 

6 '7 j Other - Sf»eot/y 


46* Why would you say that you are not 
looking for work ot this time? . . * . 


' c, J 

2r::i 

6 a 


School 

Personal* fnmiK 
lloalth reasons 

^lilting to be called into miluarv service 
Believes no work available 
Does not want to work at thin lime of year 
Other or no reason 


470. If you were offered a job by some employer in 

THIS AREA, do you think you would take It? 


b. How many hours per week would you be willing to work? 

c. Whot kind of work would it hove to be? 

d. Whot would the wage or salary have te be? 


2^ 

3n 


Yes 

It depends - On whot? . 
No - Why not? 


(SKIP to 
Check Itetn )) 



'□1-4 

« □ 25-34 

7 dJ 49 or more 

2ns-i4 

8 □ 35-~40 

3 □ 15-24 

6n4i-4a 


1 

per _ 



*- SKIP to Section //, 

poge 17 





F. ATTITUDES TOWARD WORK 


h Respondent is* 

X [23 Enrolled in school this year (Q. 1) - 
SKIP to Section G, page 15 

1 \ ] Not enrolled in school — Go to part 2" 


2, Respondent is in: 

\ □ Labor Force Group A in 37, or “Yes'* 

in 38a, or 39a) - Ask 4S 

2 Q Labor Force Group B (“LK*’ in 37 or *‘Yes** 
in 40a) -^SKIP to 57a 

X [23 All others — SKIP to Section G, page 15 


low do you feel about the job you have now? . 


Do you - 

1 [2] like It very much? 

2 (23 like it fairly well? 

3 [21 dislike It somewhat? 


A I 1 


^ot ore the things you like best about your lob? 
fTry to obtain THREE things) 


¥hat are the things obout your job 
hot you don't like so w«il? . * . > 

Try to obtain THREE things) 



CK x[2] checked in 42e - SKIP to Section G, page IS 
U I 1 22 Other - 52 

1 [23 Return to school; get training - Ask 53a-c 

2 123 Take another job I know about — Ask 54a 

3 [23 Go into business — Ask 55a 

4 (23 Look for work — Ask 56a 

5 ( 1 Enter Armed Forces -- SKIP to Section G, page 15 

6 (2] Other - Specify 

{SKIP to Section G, page 15J 


What kind of courses or training would you take? 


Where would you enroll for such schooling? 


Now would you finance this schooling? , 



I for some reason you were permonently 
lo lose YOUR PRESENT JOB TOMORROW, 
iwhot would you do? 




255 , 







F. ATTITUDES TOWARD WORK - Continued 



54o. For whom would you work? 


h Whot kind of business or indo&try would this be? . . , 
c, Whot kind of work do you think you would be doing? , 


d. In whot city (or county) and State would 
this job be located? 


[ 5So Whot kind of business? 


b. In whot cily (or county) and State would it be located? , 


56o Who! kind of work would you look lor'^ 


b. Kow would you go about looking for this kind of work? 


City or county 


I City or county 


(SKIP to Section (t) 


(SKIP to 5ec.‘.f/o;i (i) 


® f 1 Check with school employment norvii •* (nr .tn' 

1 Q Check with public employiuejii af^rni.y 

2 Q] Check with private employ nieiU 

3 QD Check directly with employer 

4 □ Flncc or answer newspaper ads 

5 1 ) Check with friends and rclativcH 

6 C3 Ol\\er Specify 


c. Are there ony porticulor companies in this area 
where you would apply? names) 


^im None - SKIP to Section C 


NurrTf f r.f ^ 


I d. Why do you mention these porticulor companies? 

“ — (SKIP to Section (I) 

for unemployed respondents (Labor F orce Group B in Check Item K> 

37a. What type o( work oie you looking (or? 

b, Whot would the woge ar solory hove * — — — ^ ^ ^ 

to be for you to take if? > uer 


c. Atlora5youoroeoncorri.ll, ofothoreonyroilfittioni ■■ 

on wh*r* th* (ob thould b. loeot.d? 1 □ Yes - rf z I — I No - SKIP to St, -tut C 


J. Whot ore th.t. t.ttrlcliont? 


While answering Section F was another person present? 

^ ^ ~ Sec/ron G 

Wo^ you soy this person ittfluonced the respondent's answers? 


□ Yes 


254 
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G, PREVIOUS WORK EXPERIENCE 


In how many different weeks did you work either 
full* or part-time in the lost 12 months, (not counting 
work oround the house)? Count any week where you 

did any work at oil 

(Include paid vacations and paid sick leave*) 


During the weeks that you worked in the last 12 months, 
how mony hours per week did you usually work? 


0 PH None — 

Skip to 61 a 

■ ■ ■ .1 


Weeks 


1 □ 1-4 

A CU 25-34 

7 PPl 49 or more 

2 n 5-14 

s □ 35-40 


’ n 15-24 

6 n A 1-48 



lECK ^ HH weeks in 58a - Ask 59a 
EM M 2 1-51 weeks in — SKIP to 59b 


Did you lose any full weeks of work in the last 12 months 
because you were on layoff from a job or lost a job? . , . , 


You say you worked (entry in 58a) weeks in the last 
12 months. In any of the remaining (52 weeks minus 
entry in 58a) weeks were you looking for work or on 
layoff from a |ob? 


1 [^3 How many weeks? 

(Adjii&i item 58a and skip to 60) 

x pl No - SKIP to 63 


t d) Yes — How many weeks?_ 
sC^No ~ SKIP to 62 


Were all of these weeks in one stretch? 


1 CJ Yes, 11 

2 PJ No, 2 

3 PP No, 3*- 


•'SKIP to 61 c 


Even though you did not work In the last 12 months, 
did you spend any time trying to find work or on 
layoff from a job? 

How many different weeks were you looking for work 
or on layoff from a job? . 


1 [ ! ^ c s — ( 


2 P"J - SKIP to Check hem N 


0 rp C^liet’kod srhool emploviuenl service (or louhscIop) 

^ ul]^*hcjcki'd vMtJi public employment upenc) 

2 PP Checked with private ejnplo}menl agenev 

What did you do to try to find work? ^ Checked direct!) with employer 

4 Pj Placed or iin&weicd newspaper ads 
s PH Checked with friends and relatives 

6 PP Other — >pcri/'v 


lECK X C3 All weeks of the last 12 months are accounted for ~ SKIP to () ^ 

EM N \ PH Other - Ask 62 


Now let me see. During the last 12 months there 
were obout (52 weeks minus cnlrtes in items 58a, 
59a, 59b, or 61b) weeks that you were not working 
)r looking for work. What would you say was the 
Tioin reason that you were not looking for work 
during these weeks? 


1 PH Didn^l want In work 

2 PH ***’ disabled and iinalile l(j work 

3 PH In school 

4 PH Couldn't find work 

5 PP Other — Specify 


*\J in 42e) Did you work for anyone (else) for .| — iw icti.t 

tfoges or salory In the posy 12 months? ^ * 


2 L H No ^ SKIP to 65a 


In the lost 12 months, for how many different 


Number of employers 


mpUyers did you work? oCDDid mu work in losl 12monllia 


During your last full year In high school, did you hold 
3 full- or part-time job that lasted two weeks or more? 

For whom did you work? 

ffhot kind pf work did you do? (Specify kind of work), 

iVhat kind of business or industry is that? 

Where is(was) this job located? 


xPH Reapotidenl never attended a full year of high school 
SKIP to Check Item O 

1 PH Yes 

2 PH ^ SKIP to Check Item 0 


oCH aame as job reported in 42n - Ask k-^l only 

City [State 







|65f. How did you find this job? 


G. PREVIOUS WORK EXPERIENCE - Continued 


0 [ I School employment service (or counBelor) 

1 □ Public employment agency 

2 □ Private employment agency 

3 □ Employer 

* * ’ *4 □ Newspaper ads 

5 □ Relatives or friends 

6 [ 1 Other — Specify. 


When did you START worlcmg at this job? 


1 □ 1-4 4 □ 25^;}4 

b. How many hours p«r week did you usuolly work? 2 Q] 5-14 5 35-^40 

3 □ 15-24 6 n 41~4R 

i. When did you STOP working at this |ob? Year 




j. Why did you leoye this fob? , 

k. Do you feel thot this fob interfered with ^ 

your school work in any way? ^ CJ * * 


2C3No- ro CM'’ 


< □ enough time for school work 

I. How did it interfere? 2 Late hours 

3 □ Other - Specify 

CHECK Hespondenl is enrolled in school (his year (Q. 1) ^ SKIP to Section II 

ITEM 0 1 □ Respondent is not enrolled in school this year - Ask 66a 


Le s look back now to when you stopped going to school 
full time, I d like to know about the first lob of which 
you worked at least a month, 

6do, For whom did you work then? ♦ . . « * 

Job is same ass 

b. What kind of business or Industry was thot? □ Job reported in 42n^ 

nMrcporledi„65b/'‘**^“^ ""'y 

c. Where was that job located? , , . ’ ^*ty or c^uiTly l^lcTliT 

I 

I 

® Cl] School employment service (or counaelor) 
»n Public employment agency 
2 Q3] Prlvat'C employment agency 

d. How did you find this job? a □ Employer 

4 CD Newspaper nds 


0. When did you START working at that job? , , 



’■ YOU UEFT t’hiS “W" 




H, KNOWLEDGE OF THE WORLD OF WORK 


Ike your opinion about the kind of work thot men In certoin jobs usually do» For each occupation on this card (Show 
heard 7/ there are three descriptions of job duties. Will you please tell me which description you think host fits eoch 
Be sure to read all of the possible answers before you decide. 


HOSPITAL ORDERLY 

1 Helps to take care of hospital patients 

2 rn Orders food and other supplies for hospital kitchens 

3 I I Works at hospital desk where patients check in 

4 □ Don't know - SKIP to B-1 

MACKIHIST 

1 □ Makes adjustments on automobile, airplane, and 

tractor engines 

2 cm Hepnirs electrical equipment 

3 cm Sets up nnd operates metal lathes, shapers, 

grinders, buffers, etc. 

^ Cd Don't know SKIP to C‘I 

ACETYLENE WELDER 

1 [m Builds wooden crates to hold tanka of acetylene gas 

2 [CC] Uses d gas torch to cut metal or join pieces of 

metal together 

a [Cd Operates a machine that stitches the soles to the 
upper parts^ of shoes 

4 LU Don’t know —SKIP to D-l 

STATIONARY ENGINEER 

1 [IC] Works at a desk, making drii wings and solving 
engineering problems 

2 { I Drives a locomotive that moves cars around in 
a freight yard 

3 i 1 Operates and mnintains such equipment as 

steam bailers nnd generators 

4 Ld Don’t know — SKIP to K-I 

STATISTICAL CLERK 

1 [7J Makes calculations with an adding machine or 

a calculator 

2 [111 Sells various kinds of office machines nnd 

office supplies 

3 Collects tickets nl sports events ond other 
types of entertainment 

4Q Don't know - SKIP to F-1 

FORK LIFT OPERATOR 

1 Operates a machine that makes a certain kind 
of agricultural tool 

2 LD Operates a freight elevator in a warehouse or 

factory 

3 CD Drives an electrical or gas powered machine 

to move material in a warehouse or factory 
4n Don't know -5K/P to G-1 

ECONOMIST 

1 LH Prepares menus in a hospital, hotel, or other 
sucii establishment 

Does research on such matters as general 
business conditions, unemployment, etc. 

3 I I Assists a chemist in developing chemical 

formulas 

4 LI Don't know - SKIP to 


A-2* How much regular schooling do you think 
hospifol orderlies usually have? 

1 LD Less than a high school diploma 

2 I I A high school diploma 

3 Q Some college 

4 College degree 

5 n Don’t know 

B-2. How much regular schooling do you think 
machinists usually have? 

1 □ Leas than a high school diploma 

2 I I A high school diploma 

3 QJ Some college 

4 □ College degree 
s Q Don't know 

C-2. How much rogular schooling do you think 
acetylene welders usually have? 

1 □ Less than a high school diploma 

2 L3 A high school diploma 

3 LZI Some college 

4 L3 College degree 
s Q] Don't know 

D-2. How much regular schooling do you think 
stationary engineers usuoDy have? 

f r~l Less than a high school diploma 

2 □ A high school diploma 

3 LU Some college 

4 f I College degree 

6 QJ Don't know 

E.2. How much regular schooling do you think 
statistical clerks usually have? 

1 L3 Less than a high school diploma 

2 I 1 A high school diploma 

3 LH Some college 

4 □ College degree 
s □ Don't know 

F-2. How much regulor schooling do you think 
folk lift operators usually have? 

1 Q Less than a high school diploma 
2(311 A school diploma 

3 Some college 

4 College degree 

5 (31 Don't know 

G«2. How much regular schooling do yo 
economists usually have? 

1 (^ Leas than a high school dip 

2 LU A high school diploma 

3 03 Some college 

4 College degree 

5 Q Don't know 



1 I I ntiiiua iwuio oiiu o 

during an operation 

2 □ Demonstrates the use of various types of medicines 

3 □ Draws pictures that are used to teach anatomy and 

surgical operating procedures 

4 □Don't know -S/C//’ lo hi 

DRAFTSMAN 

1 □ Makes scale drawings of products or equipment 

for engineering or manufacturing purposes 

2 Mixes and serves drinks in a bar or tavern 

3 □ Pushes or pulls a cart in a factory or warehouse 

4 □ Don't know - SKIP to J-1 


J.K SOCIAL WORKER 

t (□ Works for a welfare agency and helps people 
with various types of problems they may have 

2 □ Conducts research on life in primitive societies 

3 □ Writes newspaper stories on marriages, 

engagements, births, and similar events 

4 □ Don't know - SKIP to 68 


1 □ Leas than a high echocl diphu 

2 □] A high school diploma 
^ CD Some college 

4 (□ College degree 

5 cm Don't know 

U2. How much regular schooling deyctii) 
draftsmen usually have? 

1 cm Less thou a higli scKonl dipl^^b 

2 cm ^ school diploma 

3 cm Some college 

4 cm College degree 

5 cm Don't know 

Jx2. How much regular schooling 
social workers usually have? 

1 □ Leas than a high school dip!?!! 

2 □ A high school diploma 

3 cm Some collogc 

4 □ College degree 
B □ Don't know 


6d< What would you soy is more Important to YOU (n deciding whot kind of work you wont to go Into, 
good wages or liking the work? 

1 □ Liking it 2 □ Good wages 


Now I'd like your opinion on whether people in certain occupations earn more, on ihe average, than people I 
occupations. By average, we mean the average of all men in this occupation In the entire United States. 

69. Who do you think earns more in a year; a mon who Is: 

0 . 1 □ An automobile mechanic 'N 

.r-iA-.i ... o f on Don't know 


2 □ An electrician?. . 

b. I □ A medical doctor 
or 

2 □ A lawyer? 


[ I Don't know 


c, 1 □ An aeronautical engineer 

20 A medical doctor? / « □ ^on’t know 

* tm A truck driver ‘ ^ 

- 1 — lA^ 1 ,0 r 0 cm Don't know 

2 □ A grocery store clerk? J — ' 


* CZI A ^™ck driver . . 

or 

2 cm A grocery store cl 


0. I □ An unskilled laborer in a steel mill * . « . 

An unskilled laborer in a shoe factory? « ♦ j ^ ^ 

fa I □ A lawyer . ^ 

2 n A high achool tanchar? j ® 

9‘ ' CD A high school teacher "N 

20 A janilar? | “CD Don't know 

h. 1 Q) A janitor 

*D A policeman? | “ □ 

While answering Section H wo. another person praseftt? ^ 

CD No “• Co to Section I 

Wo^ you soy this person Inllueneed the respondent's oniwers? 

1 — I les r — I 




I. FUTURE JOB PLANS 

would hke to talk to you about your future 
ons. What kind of work would you like to 
ng when you are 30 years old? 


xCD Same as preaenl job j 

0 Q31 Don t know J 

0 you think you would like this type of work? 

1 CD t^ike, enjoy, or interested in it, find it satisfying 

2 CD f'eel work is imporlant 

3 CD Ability or talent m it 

4 CD characteristics (pay, hours, security, etc.) 

5 CD Other — 5pecr/y 

io you think your chances ore of octuolly 
g Into this type of work? 

Are they - 

;g 

4 CD poor J 

you think the chonces are not so good? 

1 CD Poor grades 

2 CD Leok of education 

3 CD Look of experience , 

^ CD change his mind (not sure) 

r| I Dthpr — Spectf-Y 


can't be o (type of work given in 70), what type 
k do you think you will be doing at age 30? 


While answering Section I was another person present? 

Yes □ No - Qo to Section J 

>r 

Would you soy this person influenced the respondent's answers? 

□ Yea n No 

J. HEALTH 


1 Respondent is currently in school (Q» 1) — Ask 75 

2 {23 Respondent is currently not in school — SKIP to 76 

1 hove any health problems that limit 

way your activity in school? 

xQn Yes - SKIP to 78a l □ No - /I si 76 

' have any health problems that limit 

way the amount or kind of work you can do? « . « . ♦ 

xCD - SKIP to 78a t C:3 No - /IsA 77 

have ony health problems that limit 

woy all your other activities? * 

1 □ Yes - Ask 78a 2 CD No - SKIP to 79a 

in any of 7S~77) 

ng iiav* you boon IlmKod In tht* way? 

I way are you limited? ^ 

Years 

our wife's health limit the amount or 
work the can do? » 

our wife's health limit the amount or 
housework she can do? . . . « * 

x( 1 Respondent not married - SKIP io Section K 

' CD Yes - SKIP to 80a 2 ^ No - Ask b 

1 O Yes - /IsA 80a x C2 No - SKIP to Section K 

r 

r" in 79a or b) 

g ha« *ha b«cn Itmitad In thli way? 

way is she limited? a . * . « 

Years 

K. ASSETS 


xCU Respondent ia NOT head of household - SKIP to 83a 

1 [^31 Respondent is head of household — Ask 81a 

ast 12 months, did you (or your wife) receive 
il assistance from any of your relatives? 

horn? 

ich did you receive? 

t n Yes - /IsA b~c 2 Cn No - SKIP to Check Item R 

$ 
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B2o. U thU house (apariment) ownscf o-r being , i — i Voe 

boughi by you (or your wrfo)? ^ — ' 


X □ No ~ SKIP to B3(^ 


b. About how much do you think this property 
would sell for on today's market? 


c. About how much do you (or your wife) owe on this 
property for mortgoges, back taxes, home improve- 


ment loons, etc.? 


0 CIl None 


I 


83a. Do you (or your wife) hove any money in savings 1 QJ Yes - How m 

or checking accounts, savings end loan componies, 

or credit unions? . 2 Q No ^ Go to b 


1 (H] Yes - How much oltogether? $ 


b. Do you (or your wife) have ony < 


1 CD Yes - Whot is their face value? $_ 


(1) U.S. Sovings Bonds? 2 Q] No - Go to (2) 


(2) Stocks, bonds, or mutual funds? 


1 □ Yes - About how much is their market value? 

2 CD No — Go to 84a 


84a, Do YOU (or your wife) rent, own, or have an Investment ^ 1 — 1 y^g _ 

in a farm, business, or any other real estote? , ' — ' " 


2 CD No SKIP to 


b. Which one? M HD P’arm 


2 CD Business 


1 1 


c. About how much do you think this (business, form, 

or other real estate) would sell for on today's market? . . , 

d. Whot Is the total omount of debt and other liabilities 

on this (business, form, or other real estate)? 


o CD None 


85a. Do you (or your wife) own an automobile? 1 CD Yes --'Ask b-c 


2 CD No - SKIP to B6 


b. Whot is the make and model year? . * 

(If more than one, ask about newest) 


I 


Model year 


c. Do you owe any money on this automobile?. 


1 CD Yes - How much altogether? $ 

2 CD No 


86. Do vou («r your wKo) owo ony (o»h«r) monoy *0 »toro«, . ! Yr.« How muck? S 

botiki, doctor., or anyone el.o, •xeiudlng SO-doy 1 LJ Yen - How much? #. 

chorgo account.? .. iCDNo 




L. INCOME 


Now 1 would like to ask a few questions about your 
income in the last 12 months. 


RESPONDENT 


87a. How much did you (and your wife) receive from wages, | 

lolary, commissions, or tips from all fobs, before 

deductions for taxes or anything else? O CD None 


Wll-E 

X CD Nol mnnied 


b. Did you (and your wife) receive any income from working 
on your own or In your own business or farm? . 


S )e 

('Gross income) 


(Expenses) 


1 CD Yes — How much? 

I 

2 CD No 


0 CD None 


1 CD Yoe - How muthf 


iCDYes^ 

(1) How mony weeks? 


c. Did you (or your wife) receive ony unemployment 
compensation? , 


* (2) How much? 

S 

2CDN0 

d. Did you (or your wife) receive ony other Income, 1 □ Yed - How much? 

such oi rental Income, interest or dividends, S 

\nc 0 m 9 os g resuit of disohillty or lilneti, etc.? 2 CD No 


X CD Re8pondenl(and wife) lives alone - SKIP to 88h 



1 CD All others - Ask 88a (If two or more RELATED respondents in household, ask 88a^b only once, 
and transcribe answers from the first to the other questionnaire s^) 





L. INCOME - Continued 


1 □ Under $1,000 (A) 

2 □ $1,000-S1,999 (B) 

the pasi 12 monfiis, what was the total income of ^ Cl 2,000— 2,999 (C) 

.L family members living here? (Show Flashcard 2), 4 □ 3,000— 3,999 (D) 

5 □ 4,000- 4,999 (E) 
G □ 5,000- 5,999 (F) 


d onyone In this family receive ony welfare 
public assistance In the last 12 months? . 


1 □Yes 


K 

T 


X [31 Respondent lives with parents — SKIP to Section M 
\ 1 I Respondent does not live with parents — /IsA 69a 


w many persons, not counting yourself (or your 
Fe), are dependent upon you for at leost one-half 
their support? , * . . 


any of these dependents live somewhere 
ler than here at home with you? 


1 [^3 Yea - Who are they? 

2\:jno 


7 CIS 6,000-$ 7,499 (G) 
e □ 7,500- 9,999 (H) 

9 r~l 10,000- 14,999(1) 
10 □ 15,000- 24,999 (J) 
n [31 25,000 and over (K) 


2 [31 No 


0 I 1 None — SKIP to Section M 


While onswering Sections K and L, was another person present? 

I ] Y es Cl No — Go to Section M 

Wouid^ou say this person influenced the respondent's answers? 

□ Yes □No 


M. FAMILY BACKGROUND 


w I hove seme questions on your family background, 
ere were you born? 


rhow long have you been living in this area 
Ly op county of CURRENT residence)? , . . 


ere did you live before moving to (name of city 
county of CURRENT residence)? 


ere did you live when you were 18? 


iQU.S. 


2 [31 Outside U,S, 


City 


County 


State 


Countr^ 


1 [3] Less than 1 year 

2 [31 1 year op mope — Specify . 

3 □ All my life — SKIP to 94 


tau,s. 


2 □ Outside U.S. 


City 


County 


State 


Country 


0 □ Respondent is 18 op less 


1 □ u,s. 


2 □ Outside U*Si 


City 


County 


Stote 


Country 


w rd like to ask obout your parents. 
\ yeur mother and father living? * . 


\ □ BOTH parents alive 

2 3] MOTHER alive. Father dead 

3 □ FATHER alive, Mother dead 

4 □ NEITHER parent alive 


1 

26S 


















95. What oboot your wife's pcrenfs? Are her 
mother and father living? 


96. Where were your parents born - In the U.S. 
or some other country? 


2 03 MOTHER alive, Father dead 

3 □ FATHER alive, Mother dead 

4 OD NEITHER parent alive 

a. Father 

1 □ U.S. 2 □ Other -Speci/y 

b. Mother 

1 QU.S. 2 □Other Specify 

a. Father's 
father 

* CD u»S. 2 CD 


97, in what country were your grandparents born? 


b. Father's 
mother 

1 □ U.S. 

2 CD Other 

c. Mother's 

r n I't. AF 

, □ U.S. 

2 CD Other 


98, Which of the cotegories on this card describes 

where you were living when you were 14 years old? 

(Show Flashcard 3) 


99. With whom were you living when you 
were 14 years old? . 


d. Mother s ^ ^ ^ 

mother 1 □ U.S, z □ Other 


1 □ On a farm or ranch 

2 [3 In the country, not on farm or ranch 

3 In a town or small city (under 25,000) 

4 (ZD Ii^ suburb of a large city 

5 □ In a city of 25,000-100,000 

6 □ In a large city (100,000 or more) 


1 I ) Father and mother 

2 03 Fadier and slep-motlier 

3 O] Mother and step-father 

4 ( 1 Father 

5 03 Mother 

6 ED Some other adult MALE relative 

(Specify) 

7 03 Sonic other adult FEMALE relative 

(Specify) 

® CD Some other arrangement 

Describe 

0 CD Oo niy own - SKIP lo !01a 


100. What kind of work woi your father (or the head of the 
household) doing when you were 14 yeors old? . , , . , 


101a. Did you or vour porents (or person mentioned 
in 99) regularly get any magazines when you 
were obout 14 years old? 


Of^nitpfltinn 

1 CD Yes 

2 0 No 

t □ Yes 

2^ No 











M. FAMILY BACKGROUND - Continued 



1 Mother lives in household 

2 [ ' I Mother deceased 

3 \ Did not live with mother when 14 years old 
{ I Other — Ask I04a 


i yovr mother work at all during the 

It 12 months? * 


lIZIYes 


\sKIP to 106a 


2nNo 


w mony weeks did she work? . . . 

I your mother usually work 
I time or port time? 

3t kind of work was she doing? (If more than one, 
ord the one worked at longest.) 


1 CD Yea — Ask b 

2 CD No — SKIP to 105a 3 CD Don't know— 

SKIP to lOSa 

Weeks 

1 CD J^ull time 

2 CD time 


It wos the highest grade (or year) of regular 
ool your mother ever attended? 


she finish this grode(or year)? . 


you have ony brothers or sisters 
» live somewhere else? 


it) Elementary . * 

(2) High school , 

(3) College . « • * 
1 CD Yea 


iCDYcs 


12 3 4 5 6 7_ 8 

. n C3 CD n (!□ n n □ 

12 3 4 

. □ tzi □ n 

t 2 3 4 5 6+ 

^ Cl 

2 CD No 


aCD^^o SKIP io m 


^ many? ♦ . . 

roEd is the oldest (living) one? 


twas the highest grade (or year) of regular 
ool he (she) ever attended? 


he (she) finish this grade (or year)? 


t Is your Social Security number? » 


it) Elementary . ♦ 
(2) High school » 

UC^ollegej . . ♦ 
• □Yes 


Age 


□ A n Cl] cb C3 i cb 


12 3 4 

. n C3 CD CD 

I 2 3 4 5 «'!' 

■ CD CD CD CD CD CD 


2[:3No 


0 CD Does nol have one 















on on<S work oxpofionco of tko othoT famUy jncmbots Uvmg kof*- 



] \ Respoadecit is not attending ki^ school (Q. 2) 

CHEOC Respon<3eat is attenAhig hi^ sciiool and — 

ITBiW n signed release 

j 1 did not si^ release — Specify _ — 

NOTES 
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PREFACE 


This volume is a brief progress report on a longitudinal study of 
educational and labor market experience of young men. In early 1965, 
Center for Human Resource Research, under a contract with the United 
fces Department of Labor, began the planning of longitudinal studies 
fche labor market experience of four subsets of the United States 
Illation: men 45 to 59 years of age, women 30 to 44 years of age, 
young men and women l 4 to 24 years of age. 


Cost considerations dictated limiting the population covered; 

2n that constraint, these four groups were selected for study because 
1 faces special labor market problems that are challenging to policy 
srs . In the case of the older male group these problems are reflected 
i tendency for unemployment, when it occurs, to be of longer- than-ave rage 
at ion and in the fact that average annual Incomes of males decline 
binuously with advancing age beyond the mid- forties. In the case of the 
3r of the two groups of women the special problems are those associated 
1 reentry into the labor force on the part of a great many married 
2n after their children no longer require their continuous presence at 
2. For the young men and women, of course, the problems are those 
Diving around the process of occupational choice and include both the 
Deration for work and the frequently difficult period of accommodation 
bhe labor market when formal schooling has been completed. 


While the more -or- less unique problems of each of the subject groups 
some extent dictate separate orientations for the four studies, there 
nevertheless, a general conceptual framework and a general set of 
Dctives common to all of them. Each of the four studies views the 
2rience and behavior of individuals in the labor market as resulting 
ft an interaction between the characteristics of the environment and 
iriety of demographic, economic, social, and attitudinal characteristics 
bihe individual. Each study seeks to identify those characteristics 
b appear to be most important in explaining variations in several^ 
Drtant facets of labor market experience: labor force participation, 
ftployment experience, and various types of labor mobility. Knowledge 
bhis kind may be expected to make an important contribution to our 
2rstanding of the way in which labor markets operate ^d thus to e 
Tul for the development and implementation of appropriate labor market 
Lcies . 


For each of the four population groups described above, a national 
Dability sample of the noninstitutional civilian population has been 
m by the Bureau of the Census. Members of each sample are 
^eyed periodically for five years. According to f 
b round of interviews will occur in 1971 for the two male groups, in 
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1972 for the older group of women, and in early 1973 for the yoiinger 
group of women. Reports on the first survey of the young men ( Career 
Thresholds , Volume I, I969), the first and second surveys of the older 
inen “( "^heTre-Retirement Years , Volumes I and II, I968 and 1970), and the 
first survey of the older of the two groups of women ( Dual Careers , 
Volxime I, 1970) have already been published. A report on the first 
survey of the young girls is ejcpected to be available by the end of this 
year. 


The present report, the second in the series on the young men, 
summarizes some of the findings of the second round of interviews with 
that cohort that were conducted in the autumn of I967. Based exclusively 
on tabular data, its primary purpose is to describe the magnitude and 
patterns of change that occurred in the educational and labor stiarket 
status of the youth during the 12-month period between the first and 
second surveys. More intensive analyses of the data will be made at a 
later date, but the unique nature of some of the data already available 
has argued for its immediate publication. 


Both the overall study and the present report are the product of 
the joint effort of a great many persons, not all of whom are even known 
to us. The research staff of the Center has enjoyed the continuous 
expert and friendly collaboration of personnel of the Bureau of the Census, 
which, under a separate contract with the Department of Labor, is 
responsible for developing the samples, conducting all of the interviews, 
processing the data, and preparing the tabulations we have requested. 


We are especially indebted to Daniel Levine, Chief of the Demographic 
Surveys Division for his cooperation and advicej and to Marie Argana, 

Chief of the Longitudinal Surveys Branch, who has been intimately involved 
in and has made substantial contributions to the project from its 
inception. We wish also to acknowledge our indebtedness to Rex Pullin 
and his staff of the Field Division, who were responsible for the collectio: 
of the dataj to David Idpscorab and his staff of the Systems Division for 
editing and co^ng the interview schedules j and to Robert Bertram, Richard 
Bartlett, Robert Goodson, and their associates for the computer work. 


^e advice and counsel of many persons in the Department of Labor 
have been very helpful to us both in designing the study and in 

Without in any way implicating them in 
exist in this report, we wish to acknowledge 
o/thP continuous interest and support of Howard Rosen, Director 

bv Development and the valuable advice provided 

the Offirp nf n ^ Schiffman, who, as our principal contacts in 

the outset. ^ Research and Development, have worked closely with us from 
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CHAPTER ONE* 


CHANGES IN SCHOOL ENROIIMEHT STATUS 


INTRODUCTION 

How jtiucli change occurs during the course of a year in the educational 
labor market status of young men? To what extent do they leave or 
urn to school, move into or out of employment, change jobs, and modify 
ir educational goals? How do the youths who make these changes differ 
n those who do not? This report is addressed to questions such as 
se. 

In the autumn of I 966 , interviews were conducted with a national 
bability sample of about 5,000 young men in the civilian, 
institutional population who were then between l4 and 24 years of ^ 
--the initial stage of a five-year longitudinal study of the cohort, 
results of that survey, designed to set the stage for the longitudinal 
lysis to follow, have been reported in the first volume of this series.'^ 
second round of interviews with the same young men was carried out 
Tionths after the first — in the fall of 1967 . Of the 5,234 members of 
sample interviewed in 19 ^ 6 , only 433 (8.4 percent) were not 
nterviewed in I 967 . The attrition was this high only because of a 
ision to forego interviewing men entering the armed services until 
h time as they return to civilian life. Actually the noninterview 
e attributable to refusals and inability to locate respondents was 
y 3*1 percent of the original sample. The extent to which these 
es varied according to certain economic and social characteristics 
the respondents in the original sample is shown in Appendix Table A-1. 

The present document, based on the first and second_ interviews , is 
ended simply as a progress report on the longitudinal study. Its 
pose is to describe the magnitude and the patterns of change that 
e occurred during the one-year period in the school activities, 
plans , and the labor market status of members of the sample and in 
tain other characteristics that have an important effect on these 
ensions of behavior. 


* This chapter was written by Jack A. Meyer. 

1 For a description of the sample design, see Appendix C« 

2 Herbert S. Fames, Robert C. Miljus, Ruth S. Spitz, and 

ociatesj C areer Thresholds; A L ongitudinal Study ^ , 

or Market Experience of Male Youth 14 to 24 Years of ‘ ^ ™ . 

Ohio State University,' Center for Human Resource Kesearch, 19^9) • this 
ume henceforth will he referred to as Career Threshol ^ ^ 



The remainder of this chapter deals with various movements into and 
out of the formal school system and between levels of that system 
(e.g., high school to college) and examines several important correlates 
of school enrollment in the two years. Chapter 2 describes the changes 
In labor force and employment status between the two surveys and explores 
in particular their relation to changes in school enrollment and marital 
status. Chapter 3 continues the analysis of mobility with an examination 
of movement among employers , occupations , and geographic areas . Chapter 
considers changes that occurred between I966 and I967 in the educational 
aspirations of high school students and relates these to several variables 
which generally are believed to condition school achievement goals. 

Finally, Chapter 5 summarizes the major findings and discusses possible 
policy implications. 


II COtiPAMTlVE SCHOOL EWROLIMEHT STATUS 

For a variety of reasons — including public concern for ways of 
reducing poverty and youth unemployment--understandlng why some youngsters 
stay in school while others do not is an important topic for inquiry. 

Conceptual Framework 


School attendance is affected by a wide variety of factors which 
often Interact with each other in complex ways, While this interaction 
impedes Identification of clear causal relationships, it is still useful 
o specify the variables which are expected to have Independent effects 
o'^t of and returning to school. Past research and a priori 
reasoning suggest that school enrollment is affected by the following 
actors: a young man|s socioeconomic background and the income of his 
i^ily; his expectations, aspirations, and abilities: the nature of the 
e uca lonal environment available to him; and the availability of 
attractive alternative uses of time, such as gainful employment. 3 

expected that educational attainment is positively 

Ibilitief !nd educational goals, expectations and 

HowLJ If ^ educational services available, 

year-to^vear chancpl ^ clear what relationship to expect between 
time. dLs educational attainment and alternative uses of 

young people out or i9 employitient opportunities lure 

par?ftSf leSnf opportunities mahe possible 

J > vacation work and thus enable lower-class youths 


a special 1968°sSoof survejt^ intell^“^^^^^^ reported here, 

test scores for the resT>finfifiv.f c j ©rated intelligence and achievement 
school, they f f .*•'= “«>■ 

report and in later regular reports. ^ ^ forthcoming special 
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o otherwise might drop out to remain in school? Over the course of 
e longitudinal study, we hope to provide answers to questions such as 
ese. In the remainder of this section we examine the magnitude of 
opping out of and returning to school along with several important 
rrelates of such change. 

hool Dropout and Retention Rates 

Considering only those who remained in the sample from one year to 
e next, high school dropout rates for white and black5 youngsters in 
e one-year period were 5 and 7 percent, respectively.® In absolute 
rjns, this amounts to about 303,000 white and 66,000 black high school 
opouts. These numbers would almost certainly have been larger, and 
e difference between white and black youth wider, had we been able to 
interview in I967 all of the respondents who were interviewed in 1966.'^ 


4 Empirical evidence supports the former hypothesis; see William 
Bowen and T. Aldrich Finegan, The Economics of Labor Force Participation 

rinceton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, I969), ppT 445-51. 

5 At the expense of some accuracy, we are using the term"black" 
poughout this report to refer to the group now referred to in U. S. 

/ernment reports as "Negro and other races." In official data on the 
Lted States labor force, this category includes such groups as 

iians, Chinese, and Japanese, as well as Negroes. However, since Negroes 
istitute over 90 percent of the total category, their characteristics are, 
and large, the characteristics of the total; and it is generally understood 
it data on "Negro and other races" are descriptive of Negroes, but not, for 
ample, of Chinese-Americans . Our data are classified into the two color 
>ups in the same way as the official data, but the interpretations that 
aid in any case be drawn are made more explicit by referring in tables, 
well as in the text, to all those who are not Caucasian as "blacks." 

6 These rates, unadjusted for attrition from the sample, are based 
the number of young men in grades 9 through 12 at the time of the first 
cvey, 

7 The dropout rates presented here doubtless underestimate the rates 
it would emerge if we had interviewed everyone in 1967* Of high school 
jdents who left the sample, l4 percent of the whites and 24 percent of the 
icks were enrolled in grades 9 't'O H 1966 and left the sample by virtue 

joining the armed services f With rare exceptions, these men must have 
jpped out of high school. There is reason to believe that young men who 
fe unavailable to be reinterviewed had a higher dropout rate from high 
lool than those who were reinterviewed. However, assuming that those who 
?e enrolled in grades 9 to 11 in I966 and joined the armed services 
apped out of high school, and that those who were unavailable for reinterview 
apped out at the same rate as those who were interviewed in 196?} "the high 
lool dropout rates for whites and blacks become 5.7 percent and 8,5 percent, 
spectively. For the same reason, attrition biases our estimates of other 
apout and matriculation rates. However, since the attrition rates are 
all, these biases are not great. 
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In part the higher dropout rates of black youth are attributable to 
differences between blacks and whites in socioeconomic status, a matter 
that will be discussed more fully below. An additional explanation, 
however, is that black youth tend to be older than white youth for a 

grade in school, and di'opout rates are positively correlated with 



Several other patterns of change in school enrollment are worth 
describing, yet it should be kept in mind that the exclusion from the 
data of those who entered the armed forces between the two survey dates 
results in an understatement of national dropout rates and an overstatement 
of retention rates. Considering only those twelfth graders in I966 who 
were reinterviewed in I967, 64 percent of the whites but only 38 percent 
of the blacks were enrolled in school at the time of the second survey. 
While a few were repeating the twelfth grade, the vast majority of these 
men were in college. 

At the same time, of young men enrolled in college in I966 and 
interviewed in both years , 15 percent of the whites (424 thousand) and 
12 percent of the blacks (20 thousand) left college without receiving 
a bachelor's or higher degree. ^ However, about two-thirds of the young 
men who dropped out of college between the two surveys expect to return 
to college in the future. Roughly three-fourths of these say they will 
do so either this year or next, while one-fourth report indefinite plans. 

Of those young men interviewed in both years who were not enrolled 
in school in 1966, about 5 percent of the whites (approximately one 
quarter of a million) and 3 percent of the blacks (about 23,000) were 
in school at the time of the I967 survey. One-fourth of the whites 
returned to high school and three-fourths entered college, while about 
three-tenths of the blacks returned to high school and seven-tenths 
entered college. In both color groups, approximately one in ten of 
those who returned to school were college graduates pursuing graduate work. 


8 See Fames, et al . , Career Thresholds , Vol. I, p. 22. 

9 While we do not know the exact number, undoubtedly some of these 
young men left college upon completion of less-than-baccalaureate programs. 

10 Since most of the returnees entered college, it is hardly 
surprising to find that about three-fifths of them were 21 to 25 years 
old in 1967. One-fifth were I9 to 20 years of age, while the remaining 
fifth were 15 to 18 years of age. 



ilates of Dropping out of. Staying in, and Returning to School 


Dropping out of high school As expected, high school dropout 
to come from families of lower socioeconomic status than the families 
ose who remain in school (Table l.l).^ While we do not know at 
time what the independent effects of each factor may be, it is clear 
dropping out of school is associated with low family income, being 
d in broken homes, having a father with less than a high school 
ma, possessing meager information about occupationslB (at least for 
s), and having poor access to newspapers, magazines, and libraries. ^ 


Controlling for these variables has a considerable effect on the 
color difference in dropout rates (Table l.l). Specifically, in 
ies with incomes less than $6,000, a larger proportion of blacks 
of whites remained in school, while the opposite is true of young 


11 Because of the way in which the data were tabulated, "dropouts" 
efined differently here than in the previous section in which total 
school dropout rates were calculated. Specifically, in this section, 
uts do not include youth who were in the twelfth grade in I 966 but 
eft school without graduating. On the other hand, the data include 

11 number of young men who were enrolled in grades six through eight 
66 and dropped out of school. 

12 The research on the relationship between socioeconomic status 
saving school before graduation typically has produced this conclusion, 
for example, the following: Forrest A. Bogan and Vera C. Perrella, 

of School Youth, February I 963 ," Monthly Labor Review (November 1964) , 
260 - 68 ; Robert E, Herriott, Charles B. Nam, and A. Lewis Rhodes, "School 
tion by Race, Religion, and Socioeconomic Status," The Journal of Human 
roes (Spring, I 968 ), pp. I 7 I- 9 O; and Lucius F. Cervantes, The Dropout : 
s and Cures (Ann Arbor: The University of Michigan Press, 1965 ) . 

13 The occupational information test used to measure Imowledge of 
orld of work consists of three components: (1) describing the duties 

occupations; (2) knowing the amount of educational attainment typically 
ved by men in these occupations; and ( 3 ) comparing average annual 
ngs for each of eight pairs of occupations. A composite score, based 
1 three components, was computed for each respondent and has a range of 
56 . Respondents were classified into three categories: low (0-20), 
m (21-37) > high (38-56). Composite scores are used in this report. 

14 The variable which we have labeled "exposure to reading 
ials at age l4" identifies whether the family of the respondent, 
he was l4 years old, had a library card and received newspapers 
r magazines In the home. 
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Table 1,1 


Proportion Enrolled in School in 196?^ hy Selected Characteristics: 
Respondents Enrolled in Grades 6 through 11 in I966 


r~ 


WHITES 

BLACKS 

Characteristic 

. 

Total number 
enrolled in I966 
(thousands) 

Percent 
enrolled 
in 1967 

Total number 
enrolled in 1966 
(thousands ) 

Percent 
enrolled 
In 1967 

Highest year of school 
completed by father (^) 

11 years or less 

1,631 

91 

290 

91 

12 years or more 

1,989 

98 

104 

94 

Total or average 

3,691 

95 

436 

92 

Exposure to reading 
materials at age 14 

Had newspapers > magazines, 
library card 

2,689 

96 

205 

96 

Lacked any 1 

1,015 

92 

181 

93 

Lacked any 2 or 3 

471 

85 

315 

86 

Total or average 

4,182 

94 

703 

91 

Living arrangement at age l4 
Father and mother 

3,538 

95 

4l4 

92 

Mother only 

282 

86 

162 

86 

Other 

345 

88 

127 

90 

Total or average 

4,182 

9 h 

703 

91 

Occupational information score 
Low 

1,450 

91 

473 

89 

Medium 

1,992 

740 

95 

197 

94 

High 

95 

32 


Total or average 

1966 family income (^) 

! 4,182 

94 

703 

91 

Less than $3>000 

230 

83 

212 

90 


?3,ooo-$5,999 

694 

91 

246 

92 


^6,000 or more 

3,038 

i 96 

204 

93 

Total or average 

3,960 

94 

661 

92 


(a) Includes only respondents living with father during survey week and/or at age ih, 

(b) Includes only respondents living with family members other than wife, 

NOTE; For general notes on interpretation of tables see Appendix A. 
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men in families with higher incomes. Of course, the median family income 
of vrhites in the category "$6,000 or more" is undoubtedly much higher 
than it is for blacks. Hence, this latter difference is attributable, 
at least in part, to the crudeness of the income categories. This same 
classification problem interferes with interpretation of the relationship 
between the probability of remaining in high school and father's education. 
Black men with fathers in the category of 11 or fewer years of education 
are probably less well educated than their white counterparts. Therefore, 
it is especially noteworthy that the same proportion (91 percent) of both 
white and black youth with fathers in that educational attainment category 
remained in school between 19^6 and I967. Thus, the higher overall rate 
of dropout among black youngsters is in large measure attributable to 
their poorer position in the socioeconomic hierarchy. Controlling for 
various measures of socioeconomic status, black youth frequently are at 
least as likely as their white counterparts to remain in high school. 

Transition from high school to college At the end of 12 years of 
schooling there is a sharp break in retention within the formal system 
of education. Of the young men interviewed in both years who were high 
school seniors in 1966, only 64 percent of the whites and 38 percent of 
the blacks were in school at the time of the second interview (Table 1.2).^^ 
Furthermore, the systematic relationship between movement to college and 
various measures of family background, income, and knowledge is much 
stronger in this instance than in the case of dropping out of high school. 
While the number of sample cases is often too small to permit confident 
estimates for youth in certain categories, transition from high school 
to college bears a strong positive correlation to father's education, 
exposure to reading materials at age l4, occupational information score, 
and (at least in the case of whites) family income. As stated previously, 
there is considerable inter correlation among these variables; we shall 
be interested in exploring at some future time whether occupational 
1 information and access in the home to reading material have independent 
influences on going on to college. 

! Finally, it is clear that the intercolor difference in the probability 

! of going to college is far greater than the difference in the probability 
, of remaining in high school. What is more important, whereas the latter 
difference, as has been noted, is frequently eliminated or even reversed 
when socioeconomic status is controlled, this is by no means true of the 
^ black-white difference in the rate of movement from high school to college. 

I While the overall difference tends to be somewhat reduced within 
I socioeconomic categories, it remains true that in every category of 
i Table 1.2 in which there are sufficient sample cases for reliable estimates, 
far smaller proportions of blacks than of whites moved from high school 
to college. 


15 While a small proportion may have been repeating their senior 
year, most were in their first year of college in 1967. Although not precise 
we refer to these proportions as transition rates from high school to college 
The "true" rates would be smaller for the reason just given and because 
of temporary attrition from the sample of men who entered military service 
between I966 and 1967. 


n 


f 

Table 1.2 Proportion Enrolled in College^^) in I967, by Selected Characteristics: | 

Respondents Enrolled in Grade 12 in I966 ; 



WHITES 

BLACIS 

Characteristic 

Total number 
enrolled in I966 
(thousands) 

Percent 
enrolled 
in 1967 

Total number 
enrolled in I966 
(thousands) 

percent ^ 

enrolled 
in 1967 

Highest year of school 
completed by father(t)i 


44 



11 years or less 

465 

59 

32 

12 years or more 

557 

79 

20 

60 

Total or average 

1,051 

63 

86 

38 

; Exposure to reading 
materials at age 14 

Had nev/spaperSj magazines, 





library card 

832 

71 

50 

50 

Lacked any 1 

302 

49 

4 o 

38 

Lacked any 2 or 3 

45 

4 o 

46 

2h 

Total or average 

1,177 

64 

138 

38 

Living arrangement at a^e l4 


64 

82 

!|0 

Father and mother 

1,057 

Mother only 

53 

77 

31 

45 

Other 

63 

62 

24 

21 

Total or average 

1,177 

64 

138 

38 

Occupational information score 




12 

Low 

137 

53 

50 

Medium 

586 

61 

58 

•it 

High 

454 

72 

28 

Oi 

Total or average 

1966 family income 

1,177 

64 

138 

38 




15 

Less than $3,000 

39 

31 

33 

$3^000-55999 

152 

44 

56 

57 

$6,000 or more 

867 

70 

35 

37 

Total or average 

1,060 

65 

124 

i 

40 


(a) Includes a small number of students repeating their senior year of high school, 

(b) Includes only respondents living with father in survey week and/or at ago iH, 

(c) Includes only respondents living with family members other than wife, 















The likelihood of a youth's going to college might be expected to 
ifluenc'ed hy the possibility of his attending one without incurring 
2xpense of living away from home. We hypothesized, therefore, that 
3 of transition from high school to college would be higher among 
T men residing in counties (or SMSA's) containing colleges (Table 1.3) 
iie case of white youth there may indeed be such a relationship. Of 
2 living in a college community 66 percent of the I966 high school 
Drs went on to college in 196? > compared with. 62 percent of the youth 
iid not live in such close proximity to college. This difference, 
i;er, is not very large and may very well not be statistically 
ificant. Moreover, there has been no control for several variables 
as family income, which we have reason to believe are intercorrelated 
proximity to college, In the case of black youth, the number of 
le eases residing in areas that do not contain colleges is boo small 
reliable analysis. 


e 1.3 Proportion Enrolled in College in 1967,^®'^ by Presence of 
College in County or SMSA and Color: Respondents 
Enrolled in Grade 12 in 1966 


3sence of 
liege in I967 
3al labor 
fket 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Total number 
enrolled in 

1966 

(thousands ) 

Percent 

enrolled 

in 1967 

Total number 
enrolled in 

1966 

(thousands) 

Percent 

enrolled 

in 1967 

esent 

875 

66 

119 

36 

t present 

279 

62 

16 

50 

tal or average 

1,177 

64 

138 

38 


) Includes a small number of students repeating senior year of 
high school. 

) Includes two-year as well as four-year colleges. 


Returning to school With respect to the characteristics of those 
h who returned to school in 196?) once again most measures of 
oeconomic status confirm the expectation that returnees tend to come 
families with higher socioeconomic status than the families of those 
remained nonstudents (Table 1.4). 

Compared to the nonstudents, those who returned to school were more 
ly to have fathers who completed 12 or more years of school, to have 
living with both parents at age l4, to have had magazines, newspapers 
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ibrary cards in their homes at age l4, to be relatively knowledgeable 
the world of work, and to belong to families with high income in 
(whites only) . Once again, proportionately more ont-of-school white 
black men l4 to 24 years of age in I966 returned to school- -5 compared 
percent . 


SUMMARY 


Vfhile almost a tenth of the youth in the I966 sample were not 
erviewed in 196? (8.2 and 10.0 percent of the whites and blacks, 
ctively), the principal reason was entry into the armed services. 

3.1 percent of the respondents (2.8 percent of the whites and 5*3 
nt of the blacks) were not interviewed because of their refusal to 
he interviewer or their inability to be located. Thus, the most serious 
resulting from failure to reinterview in the second year is relatea 
e entrance of youngsters in their late teens to the military services . 
fically, school dropout rates reported on the basis of 1966 and 1967 
are understated, and transition probabilities from high school to 
ge -undoubtedly are overstated. These biases, however, are not 
antial. 

Of young men in grades 9 through 12 in I966 who were reinterviewed 
,r later and who had not completed high school, 5 percent of the 
s and 7 percent of the blacks had dropped out of school. The higher 
for blacks was not unexpected. For one thing, a larger proportion 
acks than whites are over age for their grade level in school and 
s positively correlated with leaving school. Moreover, a much 
■r proportion of blacks than whites are members of low- income families, 
lovm on the ladder of socioeconomic status, and socioeconomic status 
: a strong inverse relation with dropout rates. It is noteworthy 
when controls are introduced for socioeconomic status there are 
•al categories in which blacks were no more likely than whites (and, 

)me eases slightly less likely) to drop out of school. 

Differences by color are much more striking when considering the 
lition from high school to college. The proportion of white youth 
loved from twelfth grade in I966 to college in I967 was about 
MrdSj compared with only about two-fifths of the black youth, 
iver, the relationship between entrance to college and the several 
ires of socioeconomic status is more pronounced than in the case of 
ling out of high school. Finally, unlike the situation in the case 
igh school dropout rates, intercolor differences in transition rates 
high school to college remain pronounced even when socioeconomic 
IS is controlled. 

The n-urabers of youth who returned to school between the first and 
id surveys were relatively small — 5 percent of the whites and 3 percent 
le blacks, Not only is this intercolor difference consistent with that 
i in. the case of dropout and high school- to- college transition rates, but 
measures of socioeconomic status tend to be related to this variable 
le same way as to the others . 
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CHAPTER TWO 


CHANGES IN LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS 


INTRODUCTION 

The persistence of high rates of unemployment among youth, 

Lcularly teenagers, has generated great concern with problems of 
3tment of youngsters to the labor market. The longitudinal design 
lis study permits a careful analysis of this adjustment process, a 
Lminary stage of which is covered in the present chapter. Based on 
provided in the first and second interviews, the chapter describes 
changes that occurred in the labor force participation and unemployment 
riences of -our cohort of young men between 1966 and I967. Not only 
bhe young men "age" a year, but there were concomitant changes for 
of them in school enrollment and in marital status. Moreover, some 
ation in overall labor market conditions occurred during the period. 

We begin the analysis in the next section with a description of 
gross change in labor market status experienced by the young men 
le sample between the first two interviews. This is compared with 
3-sectional data yielded by the Current Population Survey for the 
two points in time in order to assess the extent to which the 
rved longitudinal changes might have resulted from changes in the 
cmic climate between the two survey dates. In the following two 
Ions, the impact on labor market status of changes in school 
llment status and marital status is examined. 

Before turning to an analysis of the data a word or two should be 
about the measures of labor force participation and unemployment 
in this chapter. In addition to conventional labor force 
icipation and unemployment rates in the survey week, we use the 
age (mean) n\imber of weeks in the labor force and average number of 
s unemployed during the 12-month period preceding each survey, 
e mean number of weeks in the labor force for a given group of 
viduals is conceptually analogous to their labor force participation 
in a given week, the same relationship does not exist between mean 
er of weeks unemployed and the unemployment rate, since the 
ployment rate uses as its base only those persons in the labor force, 
mean number of weeks of unemployment is calculated on the basis of 
respondents. From some points of view, it is more appropriate to 
what proportion of weeks in the labor force were spent in unemployment, 
a measure is included in some of the tables. Finally, in the first 
e in the chapter we have shown a fourth measure of unemployment: 
s unemployed in I967 per individual who experienced one or more weeks 
nenployment in that year. This measure of average duration provides 
insight into the character of the unemployment experienced. 
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Substantial increases in intensity of labor market activity occurred 
among the young men between the dates of the first two surveys. The 
longitudinal data reveal that participation rates for whites and blacks 
were respectively 5*6 and 7.2 percentage points higher in 1967 than in 
1966 (Table 2.1). All three age categories experienced increases, but 
the most dramatic shift occurred among youngsters who were 15 to 18 
years old in 1967 . Among whites , the average number of weeks in the 
labor force during the 12~month period preceding the I967 interview was 
3.2 weeks greater than the average reported the year before. For blacks, 
the means for the two years reflect an increase in the second year of 
nearly one month (3.6 weeks). 

Variation in the measures of unemployment is not nearly so 
consistent as the pattern of change in participation rates and mean weeks 
in the labor force. Among whites, survey week unemployment rates 
(7,0 percent in both years) and mean weeks unemployed (2.5 in I966 and 
2.6 in 1967) demonstrate relative stability in unemployment experience 
for the total cohort, but there were important differences across age 
categories. In the face of a 2.7 percentage point decline in the rate 
between I966 and I967 for youth 19 to 20 years of age, slight Increases 
took place in the youngest and oldest age groups. On the other hand, 
while the survey week rate increased between the Interview dates for 
the group most susceptible to unemployment— that is, youngsters 15 to I6 
years old — there was a sharp decline in the percentage of weeks in the 
labor force that were spent in unemployment — 14.5 percent of weeks In 
the 12 months prior to the I966 interview, compared to 7*8 percent In 
the following 12 months. The reason for this substantial difference 
between the behavior of the current unemployment rate and the rate over 
the 12 -month period is not clear. 

In the case of black youth in the sample, with the exception of 
those 19 to 20 years old, survey week unemployment rates Increased 
between I966 and I967 (Table 2,1), Black youngsters 15 to I8 years of 
age experienced a change similar to that experienced by their white 
counterparts. That is, while the survey week rate rose, the proportion 
of weeks in the labor force spent in unemployment dropped significantly, 
from 20.4 percent in 1966 to 11. 9 percent in I967. Blacks in the two 
older age categories apparently experienced somewhat more unemployment 
relative to whites in the second year than in the first — at least this 
is indicated by year-to-year variation in the survey week unemployment 
rate, in mean, weeks unemployed, and in the average number of weeks 
unemployed for those who experienced some unemployment. 

The increase in labor supply and the change in unemployment 
experience over the one -year period, although substantial, are certainly 
not surprising. The results of several demographic surveys, including 
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the initial survey of this same sample of young raen,^ firmly establish 
that age is strongly associated with labor force participation and 
unenroloyment among young men in their teens and early twenties. The 
patterns of change that have been observed between the two survey dates 
provide a clear manifestation of an "age effect," whether it be the result 
of leaving school, becoming eligible for additional jobs under child laboi 
laws, or acquiring additional knowledge, experience, and maturity. For 
example, the observation that 15 to l8 year old boys experienced the 
largest increases in participation rates is consistent with the finding 
that in 1966 the rate at which participation rates increased with age 
was greatest among boys l4 to 17 years old. In 1966, the difference in 
participation rates between l4 to 15 and l6 to 1? year old boys was 
larger than the difference between any other consecutive age categories 
(Table 2.2), In addition, the longitudinal observation that 19 to 20 
year old men experienced the largest decrease (or smallest increase) 
in unemployment rates is consistent with the cross-sectional data in 
Table 2.2 which show that in 1966 the continuous decline of unemployment 
rates with age was most precipitous between the groups l8 to 19 and 
20 to 21 years of age. 


Table 2.2 Labor Force Participation and Uneiriployraent Rates in 
1966, by Age in I966: Respondents 14-24 Years of 
Age in I966 Survey 



Total 

Labor force 

Total number 

Unemployment 

number 

participation 

in labor force 

rate in I966 

(thousands) 

rate 

in 1966 (thousands) 

IIIWM 

3,697 

42 

1,560 

15.6 


3,584 

61 

2,198 

13.1 

3,054 

74 

2,253 

8.6 

22-24 
Total or 

2,301 

3,451 

82 

93 

1,894 

3,201 

3.2 

1.6 

averatge 

16,087 

' 69 

' 11,107 

7.5 


Change in Labor Market Conditions, I966-I967 

befo^ attributing the observed changes in labor market 
een 1966 and 1967 primarily to an "aging" of the sample by 01 
“ssary to inquire to what extent they may merely reflect 
economic conditions between the two years. Since intw 
■> October and November of each year, it is possible 


Thr esholds . Vol. I, Chapter 3. 






pare the experiences of respondents in the National Longitudinal 
reys (LSS) at two points in time with cross-sectional data on 
jhly comparable age groups collected as part of the Current 
jlation Survey (CPS). An examination of the results of the CPS 
/eys for October I966 and October I967 reveals that among both 
jKs and whites participation rates and unemployment rates were 
ler in the latter year (Table 2.3). However, the data also show 
stantial differences in the pattern of change between students and 
students. While the participation rates of students increased, 

36 of nonstudents decreased; and increases in unemployment rates 
s greater among students than nonstudents. The data also show that 
reases in unemployment were particularly noticeable among blacks. 

In any ease, the CPS data indicate that the impact of changes in 
or market conditions on participation can account for only a small 
ction of the total longitudinal change. For whites, CPS rates 
reased by 0.8 percentage points while the observed longitudinal 
rease was 5.6 percentage points. Among blacks the increases were 
and 7.2 percentage points, respectively. Among the youngest cohort 
each sample the difference between longitudinal change and that 
lected by the CPS was even more substantial ( Appendix Table A-2). 
whites 15 to 18 years old the observed longitudinal change was 
percentage points whereas the CPS rate for white youth llf to 17 
rs old increased by only about 1 percentage point. Among blacks in 
se age categories the longitudinal increase amounted to 9*2 
centage points whereas the CPS change was 3 points . 

The almost universal increases in unemployment evidenced by the 
data imply that if unemployment decreases as a result of aging the 
1 effect of this phenomenon may not be apparent in the longitudinal 
a. The fact is that the longitudinal data are more likely to show 
reases in unemployment or to show increases of a much smaller 
nitude than the CPS data reflect. We conclude, therefore, that 
' changes in labor market status measured by the longitudinal study 
ween the 1966 and 19^7 surveys are not likely in any substantial 
;ree to be simply a reflection of changes in the economic climate 
ween the two dates. Rather, they reflect changes in the characteristics 
the respondents that affect their employment prospects. 


2 In the first report, Career Thresholds , Vol. I, Appendix E, 

229-4i, it was shown that estimates of labor force participation and 
mployment rates derived from IGS differed substantially from CPS 
imates . Somewhat different questions and probes , definitions , and 
ling were implicated in the I966 discrepancy. On the other hand, by 
ober 1967, the CPS definitions had been modified and were identical 
those used in the IGS, and possible "first interview" bias presumably 
her no longer existed or should have been considerably reduced (I^. , 

231 and n.4). Thus, it is of more than passing interest to note that 
ly of the same CPS-IfiS differences by age and color in I966 continued 
hold in 1967 f Appendix Table A-3)* While there are slight age 
Terences and while attrition from the IGS may have biased the estmates 
lewhat , there is now stronger evidence that labor force participation ra es 
a the two sources are related to first-hand versus second-hand responses, 
the CPS, one family member (usually the housewife) generally answers or 
jryone: in the IGS, each respondent answers for himself. 
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tparative School Enrollment Status 


Since school attendance absorbs both time and energy, changes in 
tool enrollment status should have a major bearing on labor force 
ticipation. The longitudinal data support this expectation. The 
‘gest increases in survey week participation rates occurred among 
,h white and black youth who left school between the two surveys 
tble 2, 4). Moreover, with the exception of those who were 15 to l8 
irs of age in 196? and of blacks who were 19 to 20 years old, 
ingsters who left school experienced the greatest increase in mean 
iks in the labor force during the 12 months preceding each survey. 

;se exceptions, incidentally, are important, for they manifest an 
larent "age effect" on participation separate from the influence of 
lool enrollment. Indeed, the fact that with rare exceptions 
'ticipation rates and average weeks in the labor force rose for all 
,egories of the total cohort between I966 and I967 suggests that 
,uration itself makes a difference in the gainful activities of male 
ith. 

While substantially increased participation in the labor force is 
be expected, when young men leave school, it is not clear whether to 
)ect an accompanying increase or decrease in unemployment. On the one 
id, the youth who is no longer in school generally has fewer constraints 
>n his availability for work. Moreover, tight labor market conditions 
luce some youngsters to leave school. On the other hand, employment 
)blems are frequently encountered by those just entering the labor 
fee. The data indicate that the influence of the latter phenomenon 
overall unemployment is outweighed by other factors (Table 2.5). In 
jry instance where there are sufficient sample cases to warrant a 
isonably confident inference, leaving school between the surveys is 
sociated with a substantial decline in unemployment. To illustrate, 
ong boys 15 to 18 years old in 19^7 > survey week unemployment rates 
flined between I 966 and I 967 from 24.1 to 11.8 percent for blacks and 
om 12.5 to 7.1 percent for whites. Thus, however severe the problems 
transition from school to work, it is interesting that the likelihood 
finding a job for those who want it is greater once the youth has 
ft school than while he is still enrolled. 

It is interesting to inquire whether there is any relationship 
tween a high school student's employment experience and his prospects 
r employment upon leaving school. By classifying the respondents 
0 left school between the two surveys according to their labor force 
atus in 1966, it is possible to shed some light on this question, 
oking only at the school leavers who were nonmarried in both years, 
e longitudinal data indicate quite dramatically the importance of 
rlier labor force experience (Table 2,6). Of the white youngsters 
to 18 years of age who were outside the labor force in I966 fully 
.6 percent were unemployed at the time of the second survey, in 
ntrast with only 3 .I percent of those who were in the labor force at 
e time of the first interview when they were still students , 
employment rates among blacks the same age were somewhat higher than 
long whites, but basically the same relationship is evident. 
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Age in 19^7 and comparative 
school enrollment 

ig66 and 196 ? 

Total 

Survey week participation rate 

Mean weeks in 

labor for;^ 

number 

(thousands) 

1966 

mg 


1966 

1967 

■^1 


WHITES 


15 to l8 years 








In school both years 

4.840 

44.9 

52.3 

+ 7.4 

21.7 

24.2 

+ 2.5 

Tn scnfiol out 19^7 

618 

63.4 

87.0 

+ 23.6 

29.7 

35.7 

+6.0 

Out of school both years 

404 

86.1 


+1.5 

33.3 

43.3 

+ 10.0 

Total or average^® ^ 

5.903 

49.9 

58.6 

+8.7 

23.5 


+3 + 3 

19 to 20 years 








In school both years 

1 .125 

54.3 

56.2 

+1.9 

28.8 

28.8 

0.0 ' 

In school 1966, out 1967 

261 

70.5 

87.7 

+17.2 

35.2 

39.3 

+ 4.1 

Out of school both years 

882 

93.6 

92.5 

- 1.1 

42.9 

45.4 

+ 2^5 

Tital or average^^^ 

2,321 

72.2 


+1 6 

35.2 

36.6 

+ 1.4 

21 to 25 years 








In school both years 

828 

58.3 

65.7 

+7.4 

32.9 

31.1 

■. 1.8 

In school 1966, 04t 1967 

420 

70.9 


+27.5 

36.8 

39-8 

+ 3.0 

Oi!t of school both years 

3.256 

98.3 

98.6 

+0.3 

48.1 

49.7 

+ 1 .6 

Total or average 

4,661 

88.8 

92.5 

+3.7 

44.3 

45.5 

+ 1.2 


BLACKS 

15 to 18 years 








In school both years 

696 

42.4 

50.1 

+7.7 

18.6 

21,0 

+ 2.4 

In scoool 19661 out 1967 

130 

63.8 

84.6 

+20.8 

24.4 

29.3 

+4.9 

Out of school both years ' 

103 

CO 

89.3 

+3.9 

27.6 

40.7 

+13.1 

Total or average^ 

940 

50.7 

59.8 

+9.1 

20.6 

24.4 

+3.0 

19 to 20 years 








In =5cliool both years 

69 

37.7 

44.9 

+ 7*2 

19*3 

22. V 

+3 4 

In school 1966, out 1967 

22 

52 2 

100 0 


31.6 

32.2 

+ 0,6 

1 Out of school both years 

162 

91.4 

96.3 

+4.9 

43.7 

45.7 

+ 2.0 

Total or average- 

957 

73.1 

81.0 

+7.9 

36.1 

38. 0 

+ 1.9 

^1 tn 25 years 








In school both years 

65 

76.6 

89.1 

+12.5 

33.2 

39-5 

+6.3 

In school 1966, out 1967 

24 

54.2 

100,0 

+45.8 

28.4 

36.5 

+ 3,1 

Out of school both years 

54 i 

95-4 

97.1 

+1.7 

45.5 


+3.3 

Total or average^^^ 

659 

92.2 

96.2 

+ 4.0 

43.4 

47.4 

+ 4,0 


(a^ lncl\ides respondents enrolled In 19^7 ttut not in 19^6 not shown separately. 
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Tatle 2.5 


Selected iteasiires of Unemployment Experience. I966 and 1967, by in 196 ? 
Cornparative School Enrallment Status 19^6 and 19 ^ 7 * and Color Respondents 

15 to 25 ^ears of Age 


in 1967 and comparative 
school enrollment, 1966 

Total niunbcr iti labor 

fnre^' , survey week 
( fclinusands ) 

Survey week unemployment 
rate 

Ueeks unemployed as percent 
of i/eeks in labor force 

met lyof 

19 ‘Jh 1 

1967 

1966 

1967 

1967 minus 
1966 

1966 

1967 

1967 minus 1 

1960 


WHITES 1 

5 to 18 years 









In school both years 

2,172 

2,550 

14.0 

16.2 

+2.2 

13 7 

7.9 

- 7.8 

In school 1966 , out 196V 

592 

558 

12.5 

7.1 

-5.4 

12.8 

7.3 

-3.3 

Out of school both years 

5 itH 


8,9 

8.8 

-0.1 

0.9 

7.6 

-1 * 

( a ) 

Total or average ' 


,b56 

13.4 

13.8 

+0 • 4 

14 . b 

7.8 

-n .7 

L9 to 20 years 








-10.8 

In school both years 

fill 

632 

14,2 

10.1 

- 4.1 

14,6 

3.8 

In school 1966, c-ut 3967 

184 

229 

6,0 

2.6 


8.2 

3.8 

-4 .b 

Out of schuol both yotir^j 

<j 26 

816 

3.3 

1.1 

- 2.4 

5.4 

4,0 

- 1 .4 

Total or average^^^ 

1,675 

1 . 71 ^^ 

7.6 

4.9 

" 2.7 

9.7 

3.3 


21 tfj 25 years 









In scliool both yc ar u 


545 

3.1 

4.3 

+ 1.4 

7.6 

2.6 

- 5.0 

In school 1966, out 1967 

296 

411 

3.3 

6.6 

+1,1 

4.6 

3.3 


Out of school both years 

5 , 20 'l 

5,208 

1.6 

1.2 

- 0.4 

1.2 

2.4 

+1 .2 

Total or average^'^^ 

'( ,157 

4.311 

2.0 

2.2 

+0.2 

2 5 

2,6 

+0.1 



BLACKS 

19 to 18 years 

In school both years 

295 

549 

19.3 

13.7 

" 3.6 

23 1 

11.4 

- 11 . ^ 

In school 1966, out 1967 

83 

110 

24.1 

11.8 

-12.3 

21.7 

11.6 

- 10,1 

Out of school both years 

88 

92 

13.9 

16,3 

+ 0.4 

10.5 

14.3 

4 3 , 8 

1 a ) 

Total or average 

1176 

562 

19 3 

22 9 

+ 3.4 

20.4 

11.9 

-0 h 

19 to 20 years 




16,1 


10.4 

12.8 


In school both years 

26 

31 

23.1 

-7.0 

^2 . 4 

In school 1966, out 1967 

12 

21 

16.7 

14.3 

- 2.4 

19.0 

8 1 

- 10,9 

Out of school both years 

I'la 

131 

9.4 

10.6 

+ 1,2 

4.3 

11 . if 

+7 ■ 3 

Total or average 

188 

210 

11.3 

11.3 

0,0 

6.9 

11.3 

+4 , 4 

21 to 25 years 




1.8 

+ 1.8 




In school both years 

49 

37 

0.0 

7.2 

0.1 


In school 1966, out 1967 

13 

24 

18.2 

12.3 

-3.7 

0,0 

7.1 

+ 7 .1 

Out of school both years 

519 

546 

3.0 

4.8 

H .8 

2,0 

3.9 

' n . 9 

Total or average 

590 

616 

3.1 

4.9 

+ 1.8 

2 .? 

4.2 

+ 1.9 


a I Totals include rospondents enrolled in 1967 but not. in 1966 not shown separately. 
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School in 1966 but Wot in 196? 


1966 labor 
force status 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Labor force 
participation 
rate, I967 

— 

Unemployment 
rate, I967 



WHITES 


In labor force 

357 

88.9 

3.1 

Out of labor force 

218 

81.3 

15.6 

Total or average 

575 

86.0 

7.5 


BLACKS ^ 

In labor force 

81 

92.0 

8.8 

Out of labor force 

46 

71.4 

18.5 

Total of average 

127 

84.5 

11.8 


Comparative Marital Status 3 

There is good a priori reason to believe that changes In marital 
status may be systematically associated with changes in the extent of 
labor force participation and unemployment. Cross-sectional data suggest 
that controlling for school enrollment and age, the chances of a married 
man ^eing in the labor force are substantially greater than for a single 
m^. Marriage and attendant responsibilities may place financial and 
ot^r pressures on a young man who otherwise might be inclined not to 
?+o ^ labor market. Moreover, the decision to marry may 

-f. ? ^ luenced by the security of a job and of a steady source 


who arp otherwise noted, the term "married" refers to respondents 

absent. ^ ’ divorced, separated, widowed, and married, wife 


pp. 392-93 ^0 Eco nomics of Labor Force Participation , 

^ Career T hresholds . Vol. -^T^ 
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Since marital status is correlated with school status and age — 
tors which independently influence participation and employment 
inces — it is necessary to control statistically for these variables, 
s leaves us with a single subset of the sample for which we have a 
'ficient number of cases for arriving at a reasonably confident 
iclusion: youth 21 to 25 years of age who were out of school in both 
irs. Among them there is no evidence of any substantial effect of 
ihange in marital status on the extent of labor market activity 
Lble 2.7). True, youth in both color groups who married between the 
;es of the two surveys5 experienced a somewhat greater increase in 
•vey week labor force participation rates and in mean number of weeks 
the labor force during the respective 12-month periods than their 
mterparts who were married in both years, but the differences are 
'y small. 

What is far more interesting about the data in Table 2.7 is that 
i youth who were nomnarried at the time of both surveys had much 
rer rates of labor force activity in both years than either those 
) were married in both years or those who married between the dates 
the first and second surveys. To state this in another way, of the 
mg men under consideration who were nonmarried at the time of the 
)6 survey, the subset who were destined to be married during the 
suing year had rates of labor force activity at the time of the first 
fvey that were well above the rates of those who were to remain 
imarried. Thus, the observed cross-sectional relationship between 
cltal status and labor force participation may result not from the 
:t that being married induces greater labor force participation but 
am the fact that marriage is a selective process which "recruits" 
ith with characteristics that are associated with high labor force 
rticipation (e.g., good health, initiative, etc.).° On the other 
id, it may also be that over a period as short as one year the plan 
marry may exert a positive influence on labor market activity, 
lally, to the extent that being married actually causes higher rates 
labor force activity, one might expect to note the relationship 
re strongly in cross-sectional data, since the married category 
eludes persons who have been married for substantial periods of time 
bher than for at most a year as in the data under consideration here. 


5 In Table 2.7 the data referred to actually relate to those 
0 eeqjerlenced any type of change in marital status between the two 
ars. However, 80 percent of the youth in this category changed 
ora nonmarried to married. 

6 Cf. Bowen and Finegan, The Economics of Labor Force Participation , 
413. While Bowen and Finegan conclude that the "selection factor" 

t-he principal explanation of the association between marital status 
d labor force participation for men 25 to 5^ years of age (pp. 48-49) , 
ey believe that for bhe younger males under consideration here the 
lection factor is probably not as important as the "family 
sponsibility" influence. 
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Table 2 7 Selected Measures of labor Force Participation and Unemploymeiit in I 966 and 1967 by coniparative 

Marital Status 1966 and 1967> and Color: Sespondents £1 to 25 Years of Age Kot Enrolled in 

School Both Years 
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I SUMMARY 

Conceptually, changes that occur in the labor market status of a 
>up of individuals over a period of time may be explained in terms 
changes in the characteristics of the individuals or of changes in 
i external environment. Given constant environmental conditions, 
are is reason to expect that "aging" of the sample of youth in' this 
ady by one year between the 1966 and I967 surveys would have the 
Pect of Increasing their labor force participation and decreasing 
air susceptibility to unemployment. Within this age group, one year 
1 make a very substantial difference, as many youth leave schod, 
re from high school to college, become legally eligible for 
iitional types of work under child labor legislation, and/or get 
fried. In addition, all of them accumulate an additional year of 
burity, knowledge, and experience which, particularly at the youngest 
s levels, frequently put the youngster over the margin of employability 
r many types of work. 

The findings of the present chapter are generally consistent with 
ese expectations, although interpretations are made somewhat more 
fficult by the fact that labor market conditions did not remain 
changed between the two survey dates, as evidenced by increasing 
bor force participation and unemployment rates registered for male 
nth l 4 to 24 years of age by the CPS cross-sectional data, 
vertheless, the increase in labor force participation in the sample 
the longitudinal survey was far greater than that registered by 
e CPS, particularly in the youngest age category. Moreover, in the 
ce of increasing unemployment rates for both white and black youth 
the cross-sectional data, the unemployment rate for the whites in 
is longitudinal study remained unchanged between the two survey dates 
d that for the blacks increased by a lesser amount than in the 
oss-sectional data. 

As raighthave been anticipated, the largest increases in labor 
rce participation occurred among the group who left school between 
e two survey dates. Perhaps more surprising is the fact that the 
employment rate for this group registered a substantial decline in 
,e case of both whites and blacks. It is also noteworthy that among 
ose who left school between the two surveys the 1967 unemployment 
te was lower for those who had been in the labor force while in 
bool than for those who had not. 

Despite the pronounced relationship between marital status and 
ibor force status that is observed in cross-sectional data for this 
;e group, there is no perceptible association in the present data 
tween a change in marital status and change in labor force status. 

. cannot be said whether this is because a one-year period is too 
lort for such an association to be apparent or because the 
'oss-sectional relationship is produced by the influence of a third 
it of factors on both labor force status and marital status. 
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CHAPTER THREE* 


JOB CHANGES BY OUT-OP-SCHOOL YOUTH 


It is widely recognized that yonng men exhibit the greatest rates of 
avement among employers, occupations, and geographic areas of any age-sex 
ohort in the population.^ These three aspects of labor market dynamics 
re examined in this chapter. More specifically, the questions to which 
ae analysis is directed are: (l) how much of each of these types of 
aange occurs over a 12 -month period? (2) what factors distinguish 
nangers from nonchangers? and (3) what are some of the consequences of 
tie changes that occur? 


IWTERFIRM MOVEMENT 


Ktent of Change 


As should be expected of young men in the earliest phase of their 
ork careers, there is a large volume of job changing even during the 
ourse of a 12-month period. Of the 4.8 million young men out of school 
n both years, nearly two-fifths were employed by different firms at 
he times of the two surveys. ^ There is substantial variation in the 
mount of job changing among out-of-school youth according to age, color, 
nd occupation (Table 3.1). An inverse association between rate of job 
ovement and age was anticipated for several reasons. To begin with, 


* This chapter was written by Andrew I. Kohen. 

1 For example, see Laurence Hunter and Graham Reid, Urban Norker 
obllity (Paris: Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development, 

968); John B. Lansing and Eva Mueller, The Geographic Mobility of Labor 
Ann Arbor; University of Michigan Institute for Social Research, 198?); 
rganization for Economic Cooperation and Development, Wages and Labour 
obillty (Paris: Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development, 

965 ) ; Samuel Saben, Occupational Mobility of Employed Workers , Special 
abor Force Report No. 84 (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of Labor, 
ureau of Labor Statistics, June 1967). 

2 This figure undoubtedly understates the total amount of movement 

mong young men during the year for two reasons. First, it refers to the 
umber of movers and not the number of moves made during the course of the 
ear. Second, just less than one-tenth of those in the 1966 sample who were 
ut of school and employed were not reinterviewed in 198?. While many of 
hose noninterviewees entered the armed forces and would not affect our 
stimates , the remainder of the group probably contains a disproportionately 
arge n\mnber of young men who changed employers during the 12 months between 
,he survey dates. 27 
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gers (15 to 20 year olds in I 967 ) are more likely than older youth 
subject to involuntary Job separation because they are, on the 
ge, less skilled and have shorter tenure. 3 Their lower skill level 
product of both the smaller number of years they could have spent in 
1 and the smaller number of years they could have spent acquiring 
e-Job training (formal and informal). In addition, the younger men 
e more likely to make voluntary changes because of the lower monetary 
h costs, lower psychic costs (in terms of family responsibilities 
ocial ties to fellow workers), and uncertainty about what they 
lly desire in a Job. The data in Tables 3.1 and 3.2 are consistent 
the hypothesised "age effect." For both color groups the 21 to 25 
old men are only about three-fifths as likely as those 15 to 20 
of age to have changed Jobs during the period between the surveys, 
of interfirm movement are lower for the older than the younger 
within all type-of-occupation and length-of-service categories for 
comparisons can be made with confidence. 


Proportion Changing Employers between 1966 and 19^7 , by 
1967 Age, Length of Service in 1966 Job, and Color: 
Respondents Not Enrolled in School in Either Yeark®') 



WHITES 

BLACKS 

in 1967 and 
gth of service 
1966 Job 

Total 
number 
(thousands ) 

Percent 

changers 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

changers 

20 

-l-ViaYi *1 ‘ir A 

70i^ 

57 

127 

71 

mss mail - 1 - jisoi-i 

year or more 

1-2 years 

3 years or more 
■otal or average 

324 

44 

52 

II 

246 

78 

1,032 

50 

23 

53 

40 

12 

179 

65 

20 

66 

25 

1.278 

44 

234 

42 


1,817 

23 

241 

33 

_ yGctx L/X llitjj. c 

1-2 years 

3 years or more 
?otal or average 

— itns — 
699 
3,110 

25 

20 

32 

i3S 

103 

479 

33 

34 

38 

•25 

1 4,i42 

37 

658 

45 




Includes only respondents who were employed in I 966 and 1967- 


3 Due to a difficulty in the interview 1 ^ 6 ^Lployer. 

nguish between voluntary and ^evSed to pemit 

interview schedules for subsequen ^ treatment of employer 

nation of that aspect of largely confined to variables 

^wf ^Sp^ tHpSai: voluntary and 

.untary changers. 29 



their white counterparts to involuntary separation Decause or lower skills 
(less education and formal out-of-school training), shorter job tenure, 
and relatively greater concentration in occupation groups most subject to 
unstable employment. In addition, the intercolor difference in the 
occupational distribution of young men probably implies , ceteris paribus , 
a greater likelihood of blacks making voluntary shifts. That is, blacks 
are more heavily concentrated--relative to whites — in the farm worker 
and nonfarm laborer categories which have been shown in at least one i 
study to exhibit comparatively high rates of voluntary inberfirm movement,^ 

In general, the data in Tables 3*1 and 3*2 are consistent with the 
hypothesis. Overall, the proportion of black job changers was 8 percentage 
points higher than that of the white. Although the intercolor difference 
narrows with increasing age, the remaining disparity among men in their 
early twenties is not accounted for by the intercolor difference in 
occupational distribution. Rather, if the black men 21 to 25 years of 
age were distributed among the major occupation groups exactly as their 
white counterparts, the overall Intercolor difference would actually be 
slightly greater. That is, the proportion of blacks who changed employers 
is at least as high as that of whites in every major occupation group and 
the difference is greatest in the white-collar category in which blacks 
are most underrepresented. Furthermore, even though black men in their 
early twenties are more likely than the corresponding group of white men 
to have been short-service workers (less than one year) on their 1966 jobs, 
this does not explain the intercolor difference in rates of interfirm 
movement. Indeed, the intercolor differential in the likelihood of 
changing employers seems to increase with tenure among men 21 to 25 years 
of age. For those with less than one year of service in 1966, the rate 
of job movement between I966 and I967 was actually somewhat higher for 
whites than for blacks. 

Correlates and Consequences of Change 

graining In the case of white (but not black) men in their early 
received formal occupational training between the 
1966 and 1967 interviews were more likely than those who did not to have 
changed employers between the same two dates, although the strength of 
the association varies among the different types of training (Table 3 . 3 )- 
Moreover, the_ figures mainly reflect the positive relationship between 
training and interfiim movement for those in blue-collar jobs in 1966.^ 


4 Fames, et , The Pre-Retirement Years . Vol. II, p. I9. 

graduates were not asked about occupational training 
Ser^ from eliminates approximately one-third of the white-collar 
SrsLS Therefore, the data may well 

that such whifR changing and training to the e: 
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is not- certain, of course, whether the direction of causation is from 
■aining to joh change or vice versa. Some young men may have sought 
■aining outside the firm in anticipation of searching for a position 
sewhere. On the other hand, many job changers probably were given 
-aining in conjunction with undertaking their new assignments. 


,ble 3.3 Proportion Changing Employers between I966 and I967, by 

Extent and Type of Occupational Training Acquired between 
1966 and 1967, and Color: Respondents 21 to. 25 Years of 
Age Not Enrolled in School in Either Yearv®-' 


Extent and type 
of training 

WHITES 

BIACKS 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

changers 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

changers 

None 


29 

4l4 

38 

Some 

607 

■HHUBHI 

52 

4o 

White-collar 

267 


16 


Blue-collar 

230 


24 


Other 

110 


12 

, 

33 

Total or average 

2,827 


466 

38 


Ja) Includes only respondents who were employed in I966 and I967. 
Excludes college graduates . 


Labor force and emplosnnent experience during the year The extent 
> which the process of changing employers includes some time of 
memployraent obviously depends on the reason for the change — i.e,, the 
pobability that an involuntary shift will involve a period of unemployment 
3 greater than the corresponding probability for a voluntary shift. In 
idition, it is expected that the amount of time not employed during a 
jar will be greater for those who change employers than for those who 
Jmain with the same firm. For one thing, the process of active job 
jarch is frequently conducted while unemployed. For another, job 
ranging is more prevalent among workers in occupations and industries 
laracterized by unstable employment opportunities. 

The data in Table 3.4 are generally consistent with the hypotheses 
ivanced above. Although the relationships between labor force experience 
nd interfirm movement are stronger and more consistent among whites, they 
Iso are evident for blacks . Irrespective of color and I966 occupation 
roup, young men who changed employers between the survey dates experienced 
ore unemployment during the year than did those who were with the same 
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Kesponaents 'dx to 25 Years of Ag 
in Either Year 


^ j^ot Enrolled in School 


Comparative Job status 
and type of 
occupation in 1966 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Mean 

weeks . . 
employed'^' 

Mean 

weeks . . 
unemployed'^' 

Mean weeks 
out of . t 

labor force'"' 


WHITES 

Same employer 





White-collar 

652 

49,2 

0,1 

1.7 

Blue-collar . . 

1,184 

48.7 

0,6 

1.8 

Total or average 

2,071 

49.0 

Q.k 

1.7 

Different employer 





White-collar 

235 

47.2 

1,2 

1.9 

Blue-collar 

667 

45.0 

2.6 

3*6 

Total or average 

957 

45.2 

2,6 

3.0 


BUCKS 

Same employer 





White-collar 

30 

46.3 


1.6 

Blue-collar 

208 

48.7 

0.4 

2,1 

Total or aver age 

294 

48.2 

0,8 

2,1 

Different employer 





White-collar 

28 

46.7 

3.0 

1,4 

Blue-collar 

117 

43.4 

3.6 

2,2 

Total or average 

177 

44.4 

3*2 

2,2 


(a) Includes only respondents who were employed in I966 and I967. 

(b) Means computed from grouped data, 

(c) Total includes service and farm workers not shown separately. 
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.oyer on both dates. Time spent out of the labor force shows generally 
same relationship. Moreover, the nature of the time spent out of the 
i.r force varies according to whether a young man changed employers 
,e 3-5) • More than three-fourths of those who stayed with the same 
.oyer were on vacation or ill during their inactive periods, whereas 
r about one-half of those who changed jobs offered those two reasons 
their periods of inactivity. 

One other interesting aspect of the interim labor market experience 
.hese young men is the number of jobs (excluding those held at the 
i of the surveys) that they held during the year between the two 
reys. What is surprising about the data is that less than two-fifths 
;hose who held one or more Interim jobs were ultimately classified 
laving made an employer change (Table 3 ‘6). Undoubtedly a major 
;ion of this is attributable to young men finding temporary employment 
Le on layoff from their regular jobs and to cases of "moonlighting." 
the data may also reflect the process of early experimentation in 
labor market, which very likely includes some movement whose only 
lit is to convince young men that their initial job choices were 
Dd" ones. 

Wage rates It was expected that low-wage workers would have 
ner-than- average rates of interfirm movement, since it is probable 
b as compared with more highly paid workers they are both more subject 
involuntary job separations and more likely to leave a position 
iintarily. Our data are perfectly consistent with those hypotheses, 
bough the relationship appears to be stronger among blacks than among 
tes (Table 3.7). 

Despite the fact that those young men who changed employers between 
6 and 1967 experienced increases in their average hourly rate of pay, 
increases were generally smaller in absolute and relative terms than 
se received by young men who remained with the same employer. That 
not surprising considering that the group of changers includes those 
were involuntarily separated from their I966 jobs, whose wage would 
necessarily be expected to improve with the job change. White youth 
loyed in white-collar jobs are the major exception to the generalization; 
ng them, job changers experienced hourly pay increases that were greater 
h absolutely and relatively than those going to workers who remained 
h the same employer. A plausible explanation for this exception is 
t voluntary shifts are relatively more prevalent among white-collar 
n among blue-collar employees. ° 


6 The inability to draw the same inference for blacks may be dt 
their different distribution among the white-collar occupations and/ 
i small sample size. 
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in Either Year 


(Percentage distribution) 


Reason for 
periods out 
of labor force 


111 or disabled 
Couldn't find work 
Vacation 
In school 
Other (l>) 

Total percent 
Total number 
(thousands) 


WHITES 


Same 

employer 


Different 

employer 


BLACKS 



Same 

employer 


Different 

employer 



(a) Includes only respondents employed in I966 and 196? who were out of 
the labor force at least one week between I966 and 196? surveys, 

(b) Includes "in armed services," 


Table 3.6 


Proportion En^jloyed in Different Firms in I966 and 1967j 
by Humber of Jobs Held in Interim, and Color; Respondents 
21 to 25 Years of Age Not Enrolled in Either Year (a) 


Number of jobs 
held between 
1966(b) and 
1967 jobs 


None 

1 

2 or more 
Total or average 


WHITES 

Total 


number 

Percent 

(thousands) 

changers 

2,413 

30 

519 

33 

178 

48 

3,U0 

32 


BLACKS 


Total 

number 

(thousands) 


(b) Does not incluS'Sf 

bde oobs held in survey weeks, 1966 and I967. 


Percent 

changers 
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rable 3,7 Median Hourly Rates of Pay in 1966 and I967, by Comparative Job 
Status, 1966 and I967, Type of Occupation in 1966, and Color; 
Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age Not Enrolled in School in 

Either Year(a') 


mrative.iob status 
? and 1967 and type 

>GGupation in 1966 

Total number 

1966 median . ^ 

1967 median, . 

Percent increase 

(thousands) 

rate of pay^^^ 

rate of 

1966 to 1967 


V/HITES 1 

respondents 

2,926 

$2.49 

$2,81 

13 

.e employer 
bite -collar 

614 

2.56 

2.96 

16 

Hue- collar . . 

otal or average 

1,148 

2.60 

2,89 

11 

1,928 

2.57 

2,90 

13 

Terent employer 
fhite-collar 

225 

2.35 

2.84 

21 

Hue- collar 
'otal or average(c) 

658 

2.45 

2.52 

3 

936 

2.37 

2.60 

10 


BLACKS 

- respondents 

475 

1.76 

2.06 

17 

le employer 
bite -collar 

30 

2.33 

2.90 

24 

Hue-collar , . 

Cotal or average^*^' 

208 

1.91 

2.24 

17 

294 

1.88 

2.21 

18 

rferent employer 
bite-collar 

28 

1.73 

1.94 

12 

Hue -collar . . 

Total or average 

115 

1.69 

1.85 

9 

173 

1.63 

1.88 

15 


) Includes only respondents v7ho were employed in 1966 and I967 as wage and salary 
workers , 

) Medians computed from grouped data. 

) Total includes service and farm workers not shown separately. 
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of the reason for changing jobs. 7 Those who express high satisfaction 
are less likely than those who are less satisfied to be seeking alternative 
positions, to encounter alternatives which "measure up" to the current job, 
and therefore, to make voluntary moves. In addition, the highly-satisfied 
are likely to have personal and employment characteristics (e.g., highly 
educated, white-collar job) which make them less prone than the 
leas -satisfied to be involuntarily separated from a job. The figures iti 
Table 3.8 are consistent with the hypothesized relationship which is 
particularly pronounced among whites in white-collar jobs. 


Table 3.8 Proportion Changing Employers between I966 and I967, by 

Degree of SatisfactionCa-) vith 1966 Job, Type of Occupation 
in 1966, and Color: Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age 
Not Enrolled in School in Either YearCh) 


Degree of satisfaction 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

with 1966 job and type 
of occupation in I966 

— 

Total 
number 
(thousands ) 

Percent 

changers 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 


Highly satisfied 





White-collar 

546 

19 

28 

l<4 

Blue-collar 

Total or average^®) 

965 

33 

106 

34 

1,712 

27 

171 

30 : 

Other 





White-collar 

366 

37 

31 

52 

Blue-collar 

Total or average'*^) 

916 

38 

221 

37 

1,370 

37 

308 

30 

Total or average 

3,110 

32 

479 

30 


(a) See text footnote 7 for definition of "degree of satisfaction." 

respondents who were employed in I966 and I967. 
i } lotai includes service and farm workers not shown separately. 


satisfaction is measured by the response to the question 

it fairlv wpII^ 'V’sry much, like 

the I’ocn’n somewhat, or dislike it very much?" Those giving 

the first response are classified as highly satisfied. 
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A second and related psychological dimension of interfirm movement 
the association between a change of employers and a change in the level 
job satisfaction. Partly on the basis of the observed relation between 
5 level of satisfaction and actual movement and partly on a priori 
ands, we would hypothesize a positive association between interfirm 
ement and improvements in job satisfaction. In other words, if job 
nging among young men is functional, it will result in more satisfied 
iters. Moreover, since there is more movement among the 
5-than-highly-satisfied, movers are more likely than nonmovers to 
erience increased satisfaction. On the other hand, young men who 
nge jobs involuntarily may include substantial numbers who experience 
ecrease in satisfaction. Table 3.9 indicates that, generally speaking, 
ng men who change jobs are more likely than those who remain with the 
e employer to express a change in satisfaction, for better or worse. ^ 
ng changers and nonchangers alike, those who express an increase in 
satisfaction far outnumber those who express a decrease. But job 
ngers are considerably more likely than nonchangers to report an 
rease in satisfaction (7I percent versus 33 percent for whites) and 
also much more likely to report a decrease in satisfaction (16 percent 
sus 7 percent for whites). Keeping in mind that both voluntary and 
oluntary changes are included, it is encouraging that seven out of ten 
the white job changers and well over half of the black like their new 
s better than the old ones. Of course, it is possible that this simply 
lects a tendency of the respondents to rationalize the results of 
ortant decisions which they make or which are beyond their control, 
ertheless, it can also be argued that the ability to rationalize is 
elf an indication of relative psychological health. 

Length of service on 1966 job It is a well-established fact that 
I number of job changes that occur during a given period of time far 
;eeds the number of individuals who change jobs. That is, the process 
reallocating labor services among firms over the medium-run is 
lomplished by the multiple moves of a relatively small group of workers, 
obvious corollary of this phenomenon is that there should be a positive 
Lationship between the entire history of job changing and the likelihood 
recent interfirm movement. Thus, one reason that we expected young men 
ih short tenure to exhibit greater rates of interfirra movement than those 
ih longer tenure is that length of service is an inverse measure of past 
) changing. In addition, short-service employees are expected to have 
?her-than-average voluntary quit rates because (l) their economic and 
jiopsychological equities in a job are relatively small j and (2) the 


8 Among blacks , the young men in white-collar positions are the 
errant group but the small number of sample cases prohibits any statements 
Dut whether the aberration is real or the product of sampling error. 
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in bcnooi in jiiinner 


Comparative job status 

1966-1967 and type of 
occupation in I966 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent who 
like 1967 job 
more than 

1966 job 

Percent who 

like 1967 job 1 

less than ; i 

1966 job 



WHITES 


Same employer 

652 

38 

8 

Vfhite- collar 

Blue-collar 

1,184 

30 

8 

Total or average'^' 

2,071 

33 

7 

Different employer 




V/hite- collar 

235 

72 

16 

: Blue-collar 

Total or average 

667 

70 

13 ' 

957 

71 

16 



BLACKS 


Same employer 




White-collar 

30 

52 

19 

Blue-collar 

208 

38 

5 

Total or average 

294 

36 

8 

Different employer 



1 

White-collar 

28 

38 

l 4 

Blue-collar ^ . 

Total or average 

117 

60 

9 

177 

56 

9 


(a) Includes only respondents employed in I966 and 1967, 

(b) Total includes service and farm workers not shown separately. 





early months of a job are an experimental period during which many workers 
may decide that they erred in taking the job in the first place. Furthermore, 
involuntary separations are also likely to diminish with increasing service 
since seniority is an important and pervasive criterion for determining the 
order of layoffs. The data in Table 3.10 are uniformly consistent with the 
hypo-thesis even thotigh the range of length of service is quite small for 
young men in their early twenties . The relationship appears to be stronger 
among whites than among blacks. 9 


Table 3.10 Proportion Changing Employers between 1966 and 1967j by 

Type of Occupation in 1966, Length of Service on I966 Job, 
and Color: Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age Wot Enrolled 
in School in Either Year(a.) 


Type of occupation 
and length of 
service , 1966 job 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Total 
number 
(thousands ) 

Percent 

changers 

Total 
number 
(thousands ) 

Percent 

changers 

Whibe-collar 





Less than 1 year 

399 

34 

38 

60 

1 year or more 

574 

22 

21 

29 

Blue-collar 



160 

4i 

Less than 1 year 

835 

49 

1-2 years 

662 

29 

99 

34 

3 years or more 

405 

20 

65 

27 

Total or average 

1,278 

44 

234 

42 

Ijess than 1 year 

1-2 years 

1,118 

25 

138 

33 

34 

3 years or more 

699 

20 

103 


(a) Includes only respondents employed in I966 and 1967. 

(b) Totals Include service and farm workers not shown separately. 


Degree of attachment to I966 employer In the 1966 interview, 
employed young men were asked the following question: Suppose someone 

in 1:118 area offered you a job in the same line of work you re in now. 
How much would the new job have to pay for you to be willing o a e 1 
Answers were coded in relation to current rates of pay? an respon en s 
wer^e classified in terms of the percentage increase in rate 0 pay a 


9 As can be seen in Table 3.2, the relationship is also evident 
among teenagers . 
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between jobs. The h^othesis that mobility was related to, but nevertheless 
distinct from, degree of job satisfaction was supported. No significant 
association was observable between mobility and length of service in the 


job, primarily due to the very small possible range of job tenure among 
young men.^® 


If the question involving the hypothetical job offer is in fact n 
valid measure of propensity to change jobs in response to perceived 
differentials in "net economic advantage," one would e 3 q)ect this measure 
of mobility to be positively related to the likelihood of voluntary job 
change. The relationship obviously would not be perfect since the 
likelihood that a worker will actually make a voluntary job change 
depends not only on his propensity to move, but also on the existence of 
opportunities to move and on those personal characteristics that determine 
(a) his knowledge of alternative jobs; (b) his initiative in pursuing the 
alternatives; and (c) his attractiveness to potential employers, H 


As a test of the hypothesized model, Table 3*11 exhibits the 
relationship between our measure of mobility and the rate of actual 
interfirm movement- -both voluntary and involuntary — between I966 and 
1967. Young men who reported that they would accept the hypothetical 
job offer at a wage rate within 10 percent of their current wage are 
classified as "highly mobile." Those who reported a willingness to toko 
the job for a specified rate 10 percent or more above their current rate 
of pay are classed as "moderately mobile." Those who stated that they 
would not take the job at any conceivable rate of pay are designated as 
"immobile." A systematic relationship between the 1966 measure of 
mobility and actual job movement between I966 and 19^7 exists only in 
the case of white youth employed in blue-collar jobs, among whom the 
highly mobile, the moderately mobile, and the immobile made job changes 
in the ratio of 9 ! 7 ! 5 < While the predictor variable does not perform so 
well as we would have liked, there are mitigating circumstances. Among 
blacks, small sample sizes prohibit any confident statement about the 
hypothesis. In addition, since the data do not distinguish between 
yolTOtary and involuntary shifts, the ability to test a hypothesis framed 
in terms of voluntary movement is impaired.^ 


. .. Career Thresholds , Vol. I, pp. 149 - 59 . should 

in this chapter, the term "mobility" is used exclusively in tfii 

hv tvia propensity to respond to perceived pay differentials, as measured 
by the question described in the text. 


to the^rnhnrf^^^ fuller description of the hypothesized model and applicatict 
to the ‘cohort of young men see Parnes, et al.. The Pre-Eetirement Years, 
voi. I, pp. 148 - 53 , and Career Threshold^ nl — — p-i 45:^0 - 


12 


. ^ ? jrrr- — ^ y - 

model, using more appropriate data, yielded 
6 u s. It can be found in •do-vw^.ci et al. , The Pre-Retlrea 
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e 3>11 Proportion Changing Employers between I966 and 1967 j by 
Type of Occupation in I966, Degree of Mobility, and 
Color: Respondents 21 to. 25 Years of Age Not Enrolled 
in School in Either YearC^) 


1 

pe of occupation 
id degree of 
ibility, 1966 Job 

VIHIT 

ES 

BLACKS 1 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

changers 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Percent 

changers 

it e- CO liar 





Highly mobile 

228 

28 

7 

19 

Moderately mobile 

429 

23 

38 

58 

Immobile 

120 

29 

10 

24 

Total or average 

865 

27 

59 

48 

.ue -collar 





Highly mobile 

568 

45 

89 

34 

Moderately mobile 

861 

36 

181 

36 

Immobile 

277 

25 

27 

36 

Total or average 

1,854 

36 

325 

36 

)tal or average 





Highly mobile 

842 

40 

113 

36 

Moderately mobile 

1,407 

32 

272 

4o 

Immobile 

437 

27 

50 

28 

Total or average 

2,926 

33 

475 

37 


) See text for definitions of degree of mobility. 

) Includes only respondents employed in I966 and I967 as wage and 
salary workers. 

) Total includes farm and service workers not shown separately. 











II IKTRAFIEM OCCUPATIONAL MOVEMENT'S 


Extent and Type of Change 


An infrequently studied aspect of labor maj:*ket dynamics is a change 
in occupation unaccompanied by a change of employers.!^ The only national 
data on the extent of such movement that has come to our attention is a 
study by the Bureau of Labor Statistics based on data collected In the 
Current Population Survey. According to this source the rate of intrafirm 
occupational movement over a 12 -month period is 6.9 percent for males 
20 to 24 years of age, and the rate falls consistently with age to loss 
than 1 percent among men 65 years of age and older. However, over a 
similar span of time our data reveal a substantially greater amount of 
intrafirm occupational movement than the CPS data for men in the 20 to 2^) 
year old cohort. We find a rate of I8.8 percent — more than two-and-one-half 
times as great as that indicated by the CPS (Table 3.12). This suggests 
that the phenomenon is deserving of more investigation, if only because 
there is more of it to study than previously had been thought. 

There are three major differences between the IfiS and CPS data, 
other than the different dates of the surveys, 1° which should be expected 
to produce divergent estimates (in the observed direction) of the rale of 
intrafirm occupational change. First, the CPS data refer to all men 


13 A coding problem prohibits us at this point from measuring the 
extent of occupational change among men who changed employers. Thus, our 
discussion is confined to a consideration of intrafirm occupational 
movement, which probably accounts for much less than half of all occupations 
shifts made during a year by men in this age cohort. 

14 The concept of the "internal labor market" is one which only 
recently has begun to receive the attention of empirical researchers as 
noted in Herbert S. Parnes, "Labor Force Participation and Labor Mobility," 
manuscript, pp. 43-44, for a forthcoming IRRA volume reviewing labor 
market research during the 1960's. 

15 Saben, Occupational Mobility of Employed Workers, Table K, 
p. A- 13. 

16 The difference in survey date, itself, may account for some of 
the difference in observed rates of intrafirm occupational change, since 
the extent of such movement is probably positively related to the 
"tightness" of the labor market, and since the unemployment rate declined 
between I965 and I967. See Michael Piore, "On the Job Training and 
Adjustment to Technological Change," The Journal of Htiman Resources 
(Fall 1968), pp. 435-49. 



Table 3.12 Interfirm and Occupational Movement: Comparison of Data from Longitudinal Survey 
(October I 966 to October I 967 ) and Current Population Survey (January 1 , I 965 to 
January 1 , I 966 ) for Men 20 to 2 k Years of Age at the Beginning of Each Period Who 
Who Were Employed at Beginning and End of Each Period 
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20 to 24 years of age, whereas ours refer only to those who were 
nonstudents in both years. Students in that age range are more likely 
than nonstudents to be part-time employees, and therefore probably less 
likely to make occupational changes within a given firm.^'^ Second, LGS 
data are based on interviews that were invariably with the subject himself 
whereas CPS data on men 20 to 24 years old frequently are obtained fro® 
some other household member, e.g., wife or parent. Third, the respondent 
in the CPS was asked whether the subject individual was doing the sane 
kind of work a year earlier as was reported for him in the survey week. 
Only if the answer to this question was "No" was a further question 
asked about the kind of work he was doing in the previous year. In our 
study, the criteria for deciding that an individual has made an occupatio-s 
change are (l) that the three-digit occupation reported in the I967 
interview is different from the three-digit occupation reported in the 
1966 interview; and (2) that in the I967 interview he in effect 
acknowledges that there has in fact been a change by reporting a "reason" 
for having changed occupations. Thus, unlike the situation in the GPS, 
information on occupational change in the IGS comes from the individual 
himself, does not depend on recall, and does not require the respondent 
himself to make an occupational comparison but merely to report a 
specific occupation in each of the two years. At the same time, the 
fact that he responds to a question on the reason for having changed 
occupations allows one to be confident that there has been an actual 
change in assignment, rather than simply 6in inadvertent use of a different 
job title in each year. All these factors might be expected to produce 
a larger— and probably more accurate — count of intrafirm occupational 
changers in the present study than in the BIS report. 

There appears to be little if any intercolor difference in rate of 
occupational movement during a one-year period for those young men who 
remain with the same employer. The proportion of whites who changed 
three-digit occupations within a firm is 19.O percent compared to 17.2 
percent of the blacks (Table 3.13). The blacks who moved were slightly 
more likely than the whites to move upward in terms of the Duncan 


probable that this difference in the universes of the 
two studies would produce disparate results in the opposite direction 
with respect to interfirm movement rates and overall occupational 
change rates, particularly since the CIS data include young men who 
may be enrolled in school at the first date but not enrolled at the 
second date. 



.economic index of occupations and were also less likely to move 
■ard, although the differences are not great and may not he 
stically significant. 


I 3*13 Extent and Type of Intrafirm Occupational Movement 

between I966 and 19 ^ 7 , by Color: Eespondents 21 to 25 
Years of Age Not Enrolled in School in Either Year (a J 

(Percentage distribution) 


)e of movement (^) 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

rers 

- 19.0 

17.2 

Jpward 

8.3 

8.3 

jateral 

6.6 

6.6 

)ownward 

4.2 

2.3 

movers 


82.8 

:otal percent 

100.0 

100.0 

’otal number 
(thousands) 

2,071 

294 


Includes only respondents who were employed in I966 and 19^7 by the 
employer . 

For definitions, see text footnote 18 . 


If the extent and direction of intrafirm occupational movement during 
/ear being studied are typical, then the data do not confirm a 
jlation advanced in our initial report on this group of men. In 
Idering the irregularity of the association between tenure and 
lity among black men in their early twenties, we suggested that the 
rved association "...may reflect a slower advancement of blacks 
tive to whites during the several years after hire ... "19 However, 


18 Upward mobility is defined as an increase of five or more point 
he index, lateral as a change of + four points, and dowr'‘TnY>.^ 
ease of five or more points. For more detail on 
ey Duncan, " A Socioeconomic Index for All Occupat 
, Jr., et al . , Occu:^tions ^d Social Status (Me» 
lencoe , I961) , pp. 109 - Consistent with the 

ccupations shown by the Duncan index scores are the aata on reason 
occupational change which were elicited from those who made intrafirm 
ts, While more than two-thirds cited "promotion" as the reason, 
r than 1 in 20 reported either "job eliminated" or "bumped from job." 

19 Fames, et al . , Career Thresholds, Vol. I, p. 154 . 
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the current data imply that blacks are at least as likely as whites to 
move up the occupational ladder within a firm during the course of any 
year. On the other hand, one must be cautious in extending that 
interpretation of the data since there is neither a control for starting 
"rung” nor any comparison of the "distance" moved on the occupational 
ladder. That is, since blacks are more likely than whites to start at a 
low level, they are for this reason alone more likely than whites to move 
upward, if they move at all. 

Another way of viewing the direction and magnitude of intrafirm 
occupational movement is to consider whether the changes occurred within 
or across types of occupation (i.e., white-collar, blue-collar, service, 
and farm) . From tabulations not shown here it is evident that there are 
no significant differences among the rates of movement by young men in 
the four type- of -occupation groups in 1966. Those in blue-collar jobs 
in 1966, for example, were not significantly more or less likely than 
those in white-collar positions in I966 to change three-digit occupations 
between I966 and I967. In addition, for those groups whose sample size 
is large enough to permit confident conclusions, there are no differences 
in the extent to which an occupational shift involves crossing 
type -of -occupation lines (Table 3.14). What is more surprising about 
this is that among whites as many as one in twelve of those in white-collar 
work in I966 had moved .into a blue-collar Job with the same firm by the 
following year. 


Table 3 *14 Type of Occupation in I967 by Type of Occupation in I966 

and Color: Respondents 21 to 25 Years , of Age Not Enrolled 
in School in Either Year'®) 

(Percentage distribution) 


Type of 
'fype'vPpcupation 

7>^966 

occ^^tion 


WHITES 



BLACKS 


White- 

collar 

Blue- 

collar 

Service 

Pamn 

White- 

collar 

Blue- 

collar 

Service 

Fam 

White-collar 

92 

8 

9 

0 

85 

6 

0 

0 

Blue-collar 

8 

92 

0 

9 

6 

94 

18 

6 

Service 

0 

0 

91 

0 

4 

1 

82 

0 

Farm 

0* 

0* 

0 

91 

5 

0 

0 

94 

Total percent 
Total number 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 i 

100 

100 


652 

1,184 

92 

112 

30 

208 

3O 

18 


s 0.1 to 0.5. 

y respondents employed in I966 and 1967 by the same 










•relates and Consequences of Change 

Hourly rate of pay For several reasons it was expected that, 

(trolling for initial occupation, low-wage workers would be more likely 
in high-wage workers to make intrafirm occupational changes. First, 

! highest paying jobs are, on the average, those which require the 
•atest investments in education and/or training. Thus, for example, a 
tnge from one professional category to another would be far less likely 
occur during a one -year period than would a move from, say, a sales 
a clerical position. Second, since more of the observed movement is 
the occupation hierarchy than down and since upward movement is less 
:ely among those starting high on the ladder, low- wage workers should 
(dominate among the movers. Moreover, it was hypothesized that raoTrers 
lid experience greater relative increases in wages than nonmovers 
:ause (l) movers are expected to begin with lower absolute wage levels; 

1 (2) intrafirra occupational shifts are, on the average, in an upward 
•ection. Without exception our data are consistent with those 
lotheses (Table 3 •15). This strongly suggests that voluntary intrafirm 
iupational movement is in the direction of "net economic advantage," 
lecially since the group of movers includes those who did so involuntarily 
g., those who were "bumped" from their jobs). 

Job satisfaction There is no a priori reason to assume that intrafirm 
jupational movement is more prevalent among less-satisfied than among 
jhly-satisfied workers. Yet, since movement has been shown to be 
adomlnantly in an upward direction, we would expect occupation changers 
be more likely than nonchangers to exhibit increased satisfaction. 

2 observation that changers are more than two-and-one-half times as 
Itely as nonchangers to express a preference for the 1967 job situation 

comparison, with that in I966 strongly supports this hypothesis 
able 3.16). 


I GEOGRAPHIC MOVEMENT 


tent and Type of Change 

Young men not enrolled in school evidence a considerable amount of 
ographic movement over the course of a 12-month period. Of the 15 to 25 
ar old males out of school both years who were interviewed in 1967} 11.2 
rcent of the whites and 6.3 percent of the blacks had changed residence 
TOSS county (or SMSA) boundaries between I966 and I967 (Table 3.17). It 
Lst be noted, however, that these rates certainly understate the rate of 
iOgraphic movement among the national civilian population of young men 
lo were l4 to 24 years of age and out of school in I966 because of the 
-trition from the sample between the two surveys. The extent of the 
iderstatement is dependent upon the assumptions one makes regarding those 
10 were not re interviewed. About 7>5 percent of the white respondents not 
i school at the time of the initial survey and 5-6 percent of their black 
lunterparts were not reinterviewed in 19^7 because they had become members 
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Table 3.15 


Median^ Hourly Rates of pay, 1966 and 1967, by Comparison of 
Q'hree-Digit Occupations 1966 and I967 1 Type of Occupation in 
1966, and Color* Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age Not Enrolled 
in School in Either Year(^) 


Comparison of 
occupation, 1966 and 
1967, and type of 
occupation in 1966 

n 

Median 

rate of 
pay. 1966 

Median 

rate of 

Bay 1967 

Percentage 

increase 

1966 to 1967' 



WHITES 


Same occupation 





White-collar 

500 

$2.69 

$2.99 

11 

Blue-collar 

Total or average^ 

909 

2.61 

2.90 

11 

1,557 

2.62 

2.93 

12 

Different occupation 





White-collar 

115 

2.20 

2.82 

28 

Blue-collar 

239 

2.57 

2.90 

13 

Total or average 

389 

2.54 

2.82 

21 



BLACKS 


Same occupation 





Vfhlte-collar 

26 

2.57 

3.00+ 

17+ 

Blue-collar 

167 

1.93 

2.20 

iii 

Total or average 

294 

1.89 

2.16 

14 

Different occupation 





White-collar 

4 

(d) 

(d) 

-- 

Blue-collar . . 

Total or average 

41 

1.76 

2.37 

35 

51 

1.80 

2.39 

33 


(a) Medians computed from grouped data. 

(b) Includes only respondents employed as wage and salary workers by the same 
employer in 1^66 and I967, 

(c) Total includes service and farm workers not shown separately. 

(d) Median not computed where there are fewer than 20 sample cases. 


Table 3^16 Comparative Attitude toward Job, 1966 and 19^7 > Comparison of 
Three-Digit Occupations, 1966 and 1967 ^ and Color: Respondents 
21 to 25 Years of Age Not Enrolled in School in Either Year(^) 


(Percentage distribution) 


Comparative 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

attitude toward 

1968 and 1967 job 

Same 

occupation 

Different 

occupation 

Same 

occupation 

Different 

occupation 

Like 1967 job more 

26 

65 

28 

76 

Like 1967 job same 

67 

27 

63 

21 

Like 1967 job less 

7 

9 

10 

3 

Total percent 

Total number 

, 100 

100 

100 

100 

(thousands) 

1,678 

393 

244 

51 


(a) Includes only respondents employed by the same employer in I966 and 19^7 • 
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f the armed forces during the year. An additional 1.6 percent of those 
hites and 5-6 percent of the blacks were not reinterviewed due to the 
nability of the Census interviewer to locate them. 20 


able 3. 17 Observed and Adjusted Rates of Geographic Movement between 
1966 and 1967 Surveys, by Age in 1967 and Color: 
Respondents Not Enrolled in School in 1966 and 196? 


Age in 

1967 

Total . 

rfumber 
(thousands) 

Observed 

rate(^) 



Adjusted 

rate(c) 


WHITES 

15-20 

1,286 

11.0 

13.0 

21-25 

3,262 

11.2 

12.1 

15-25 

4,548 

11.2 

12.2 


BLACKS 

15-20 

266 

5.9 

9.2 

21-25 

543 

6.5 

13.5 

15-25 

809 

6.3 

12.1 


(a) This base actually only applies to the observed rate of geographic 
movement. The base for the adjusted rates is the age-color subgroup 
of the 1966 saBuple as modified by footnote c. 

(b) Proportion of I967 respondents who changed residence across county 
(or SMSA) lines between I966 and 1967- 

(c) Adjusted by assuming that (l) the relevant base is those who remained 
in the civilian population in I967; (2) I967 noninterviewees because of 
"unable to locate" changed residence across county lines; and (3) the 
proportion of those noninterviewees who stayed in the civilian populatio 
and returned to school in I967 was the same as the proportion of those 
reinterviewed in I967 who returned to school. 


20 These percentages are smaller than those shown in Appendix Table A- 
because in that table the group classified as "unable to contact" includes 
some respondents inaccessible to the Interviewer even though their location 
was ascertained — e.g., those who were temporarily absent from the residence. 
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In an effort to estimate the extent to which the observed rates of 
geographic movement understate the "true" rates, an adjusted rate has heeti. 
constmcted utilizing several assumptions regarding the noninterviewees 
(Table 3.1?). The calculations are based on the assumption that the 
proportion of those noninterviewees who stayed in the civilian population 
and returned to school between the surveys is the same as the proportion 
of those reinterviewed in 196? who returned to school. Furthermore, the 
adjusted rate is constructed on the premises that (l) since the focus of 
interest is the civilian population, those who entered the armed forces 
should be excluded from the base population; and (2) all the nonin tervicvoes 
who could not be located made geographic moves during the year. 

Among the several conclusions which are obvious from comparing the 
observed and adjusted rates of geographic movement is that the adjustment 
process strongly affects the direction and magnitude of an intercolor 
difference in geographic movement which one measures . Thus , although tlio 
succeeding tables in this section will exhibit a considerably higher rate 
of geographic movement among whites than among blacks , there will be no 
discussion of an intercolor difference because the data are not adequate 
for this purpose. 21 Another Implication of the adjustment process is 
that even the altered rates exhibit no significant difference between 
the two age groups. 22 The absence of a significant relationship between 
age and rate of geographic movement is inconsistent with our a priori 
reasoning which hypothesized an inverse one based on the different 
distributions of the age groups according to marital status , educational 
attainment, and labor force experience, all of which have been shown to 
affect strongly the extent and pattern of geographic movement. This 
age-effect problem is considered at subsequent points in this section 
where relevant data can be brought to bear on it. 


21 The focus of the discussion, as in other sections of the chapter, 
is men in their early twenties and the adjusted rates prohibit us from 
being confident that the difference in the "observed" data really oxtata, 
Also, the data currently available to us do not permit adjustment of nil 
the relevant figures according to the assumptions used in constructing 
Table 3 ‘I?. Another fact making us suspicious of the Intercolor differoiice 
in the observed rates is that no such difference was apparent when we 
approached the question with one-year-retrospective data. See Fames , 
et al . , Career Thresholds , Vol. I. pp. 110- 13. 

■"he apparent positive relationship among blacks between ago 
2d rate of geographic movement is not significant accordlnR 
’cal tests. 



rrelates of Change 


Demographic characteristics On the basis of past researoh 
pected that men in their early twenties who are married 
kely than their nonmarr led counterparts to make a change of 
cation. In addition, a positive association was anticipated betwemT' 
ange in marital status and rate of geographic movement because of tL 
sequllibrating effect of the former on all life-style patterns. 

.ong whites the data are consistent with these hypotheses, although 
e difference in rate of movement between those who were mrried Lth 
ars and those who were never-married both years is not significant 
able 3.18). Inexplicably, the data for blacks offer no support for 
ther hypothesis . 

Since the decision to make a change of residence largely devolves 
ion the head of the household, we expected a strong association between 
le incidence of geographic movement and the pattern of living arrangements, 
lat Is, we anticipated that men in their early twenties who were heads of 
luseholds in I966 or who became heads of households in the intervening 
lar would exhibit higher rates of movement than those who were still 
.ving with their parents in I967. The figures bear out the hypothesis 
lite strikingly (Table 3*18) • In conjunction with the (sometimes 
jmpetlng) secular trends of urbanization and suburbanization in 
lerican society we expected to find differences in rates of geographic 
>veinent associated with different areas of residence. More specifically, 

5 anticipated higher rates among those living in the central city of an 
4SA or entirely outside an SMSA than among those residing within an SI-!SA 
it not in its central city. The observed differences are all in the 
/pothesized direction, though the only significant one is the comparison, 
Qong blacks, between suburban dwellers and those who lived outside of 
1 SMSA--i,e., a difference of 10 percentage points. 

Another constellation of demographic characteristics expected to be 
alated to the likelihood of geographic movement is composed of education, 
acupational training during the year between the surveys , amount of labor 
arket knowledge, and veteran status, A positive relationship to the rate 
C geographic movement was postulated for all three measures. The 
eteran-status variable is included in this constellation because young 
en frequently obtain training in the armed forces which enhances their 


23 The difference in comparative marital status distribu on 
he two age groups— i.e,, 15 to 20 and 21 to 25--ffiay explain ® ^ , .+gg 

n overall relationship between age and geographic movemen . +j,an 

he younger men who were married at both survey dates were naaociatior 

heii olL counterparts to move geographically, but the 
s apparent among those who changed marital status during i-lvelv to 

pposite differences, and the fact that the older group effect 

hange status during the year, interact to produce no con 
n movement. 
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Table 3.18 


Observed Rate of Geographic Movement between I966 and 
1967, by Selected Demographic Characteristics and Color: 
Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age Not EnroQled in School 
in Either Year 



WHITES 1 

BLACKS i 

Characteristic 

Total 

number 

('thousands) 

Rate of 

geographic 

movement 

Total 
number 
f thousands) 

Rate of 

geographic 

movement 

All respondents 

3,262 

11 

543 

6 

Comparative marital 
status 1966 and I967 





Married, both years 

2,010 

801 

11 

248 

4 

Never-inarried, both years 

6 

211 

10 

Never -married 1966, 





married, I967 

299 

20 

35 

0 

All other 

145 

24 

47 

4 

Living arrangements, 1967 





With parents 

732 

6 

169 

1 

Not with parents 

2,530 

13 

374 

9 

Area of residence, 1966 





Outside of an SMSA 

1,319 

12 

192 

10 

Central city of an SMSA 

838 

13 

296 

6 

In an SMSA, not in 





central city 

1,103 

9 

5^ 

0 

Highest year of school 
completed, 1966 





Less than i2 

1,045 

8 

271 

7 

12 

1,535 

11 

222 

3 

13-15 

395 

15 

31 

0 

16 or more 

287 

18 

20 

4o 

Extent and type of training . 
between 1966 and I967 surveys 





None 

2,353 

10 

457 . 

6 

Scrnie > 

White-collar ' ^ ) 

— ^1 — 

i4 

66 

0 

272 


27 

0 

Blue-collar 

233 

23 

28 

0 

Other (fi) 

116 

10 

11 

0 

Veteran status, I966 





Nonveteran 

2.273 

10 

458 . . 

8 

Veteran 

. 961 

lit 

80 

0 

Navy or Coast Guard 

iis 

25 

9 

0 

ler 

743 

11 

72 

0 


whose residence in 196? was in a county or SMSA 
*%ich they resided in 1966, 
sspondents with college degrees, 

“‘cal, managerial, and clerical training, 
ining. 

training and general courses. 





upational skills and which they might not obtain otherwise. In 
Ition, of course, it reflects the fact that the young man already 
experienced some geographic movement during his lifetime which 
bably facilitates future residential changes , especially away from 
community in which he was raised. 

In general, the data for whites (but not for blacks) are in accord 
[i the hypotheses, although not perfectly consistently. Educational 
ainment shows the most regular association with rate of geographic 
sment; among whites, college graduates are more than twice as likely 
bhose with less than a high school diploma to have made a residential 
age across county lines (Table 3.18).^^ The strong correlation between 
aation and training does not permit us to make very confident statements 
at an independent relationship between training and geographic change. 
2ver, it is interesting to note that the existence of the observed 
ationship derives solely from the disproportionately high rate of 
sment by those whites who obtained blue-collar training during the 
r between the surveys. The magnitude of that rate in comparison 
1 those of young men in the several educational attainment categories 
suggestive of an Independent association between geographic movement 
occupational training. 25 The observation that only Navy and Coast 
I’d veterans are significantly more likely than nonveterans to have 
5 a geographic change would seem to imply that the variable does 
distinguish men according to training received, as suggested above, 
that it does serve as a proxy for past geographic movement, also 
sthesized earlier. Tabulations not shown here indicate that our 
sure of extent of labor market knowledge does not serve to 
tinguish migrants from nonmigrants. We are uncertain at this time 
ther this is a result of (l) the intervals into which the 
Lable— i.e., score on an occupational information test--was grouped; or 
an error in measurement of the characteristic; or (3) an unconfirmed 

sthesis ,2o 


24 Tabulations not shown here indicate the observed relationship 
reen education and geographic movement holds true for the adjusted 

3s (see Table 3*17) as well. Furtheimiore, it holds among young men 
bo 20 years of age, irrespective of color. Finally, the tabulations 
3 suggest that controlling for educational attainment reveals an 
3rse association between age and geographic movement among blacks 
general and among whites with less than a college degree. 

25 The case for the independence of the association may be 
sngthened by the .fact that college graduates , among whom geographic 
sment rates are highest, are not asked about occupational training 
sived during the year. 

26 It perhaps should be emphasized that the occupation information 
b does not purport to measure knowledge of geographic differences in 

opportunities or in potential earnings. 
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Since this is clearly an inverse of a measure of past geographic movement 
it was expected to be negatively associated with current changes of 
residence-i.e., we would predict lower geographic movement rates the 
longer the time lived at the I966 residence. The data for whites are 
uniformly consistent with the hypothesis (Table 3* 19)* Although e 
figures for blacks are irregular, those who had moved recently (i.e,, 
residents of less than one year in I966) exhibited a considerably higher 
rate of movement than those in either of the two highest length-of-residence 
categories. 


Table 3.19 Observed Rate of Geographic Movement between 1966 and 
1967, by Length of Time in I966 County of Residence and 
Color; Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age Not Enrolled 
in School in Either Year 


Length of time in 

1966 county of 
residence 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Rate of 

geographic 

movement 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Rate of 

geographic 

movement 

Less than 1 year 

392 

31 

64 

25 

1-4 years 

619 

18 

89 

2 

5-14 years 

4o6 

11 

60 

0 

15 years or more but 
less than entire life 

357 

9 

97 

3 

Entire life 

1,430 

4 

226 

7 

Total or average 

1 

3,262 

11 

543 

6 


(a) Percent of respondents whose residence in I967 was in a county or 
SMSA different from that in which they resided in I966. 


Personal financial characteristics It was reasoned in designing 
the analysis that several financial measures would bear strong relationship 
to geographic movement. Only the two presented below exhibit clear 
distinctions between migrants and nonmigrants. Consistent with the 
oft-cited association, our data indicate that home owners were much more 
closely bound to the community in which they lived in I966 than were 
renters (Table 3*20). To the extent that geographic movement is a 
phenomenon precipitated by economic adversity in the location of origin 


3k 






hypothesized that receipt of public assistance would be associated 
,h higher- than-average rates of migration. This is in contrast to 
i relationship hypothesized by some other investigators who have 
fgested that because of residence requirements for eligibility, the 
:eipt of public assistance inhibits geographic movement. The data 
5 consistent with our form of the hypothesis for blacks (Table 3.21); 
^ whites there are insufficient sample cases of welfare recipients to 
"rant any conclusion on the matter. 27 


3le 3.20 Observed Rate of Geographic Movement between I966 and 

1967, by Horae Ownership in 1966 and Color: Respondents . 
21 to 25 Years of Age Not Enrolled in School in Either Year'^' 


ome owner 

n 1966 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Rate of 

geographic 

movement 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Rate of 

geographic 

movement 

Yes 

660 

6 

55 

0 

No 

1,528 

16 

195 

6 

Total or average 

2,192 

13 

250 

5 


a) Percent of respondents whose residence in I967 was in a county 
or SMSA different from that in which they resided in I966. 

(b) Includes only respondents who are heads of households. 


27 Lansing and Mueller find no support for the alternative 
rpothesia — i.e., that welfare is immobilizing. The Geographic Mobility 
Labor , pp. 323-32. Although not shown in Table 3.21, it is perhaps 
ill to note that migrants were less likely than nonmigrants to be 
jceiving public assistance payment in 1967> though the relationship 
spears to he statistically significant only for the blacks. 
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Table 3.21 


Observed Rate of Geographic Movement between 1966 and 
1967, by Whether Received Public Assistance in I966 and 
Color: Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age Not Enrolled 
in school in Either Year 


Receipt of 
public assistance 

in 1966 

WHITES 

BLACKS 

Total 
number 
(thousands ) 

Rate of 

geographic 

movement 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Rate of 

geographic 

movement 

Yes 

88 

5 

72 

17 

Wo 

3,077 

11 

462 

5 

Total or average 

3,165 

11 

534 

7 


(a) Percent of respondents whose residence in 1967 was in a county 
or SMS A different from that in which they resided in I966, 


Comparative labor market experience, I966 and I967 Still another 
method of testing whether geographic movement is economically functional 
in the sense of migrants improving their position relative to nonmigrants 
is to examine their respective labor force status at the two points in 
time. Hypothesizing that adversity does precipitate movement and that 
movement does result in relatively improved economic conditions for 
movers vis-a-vis nonmovers, we would expect migrants to have had a 
higher unemployment rate in I966 than nonmigrants and to have reduced 
their unemployment relative to nonmigrants in 1967. The data are 
consistent with both hypotheses, irrespective of color group, although 
it must be admitted that the differences in unemployment rates are 
exceedingly small and not statistically significant (Table 3.22) . 

Whereas 1966 migrants had a higher rate of unemployment than nonmlgranta, 
in 1967 they had an absolutely as well as relatively lower rate. Among 
whites, this may be attributable to the fact that the labor force 
participation rate fell slightly between 1966 and I967 for those who 
made a geographic move and rose slightly for those who did not move. 

In other words, a discouragement effect may have obtained among migrants. 
Such an interpretation is not possible among blacks, however, since the 
participation rate of those young black men who changed geographic 
locations rose in the face of the decline in the unemployment rate. 
Finally, there is no evidence for either color group that a noninterview 
bias is operative here which would make the observed relationships 











ale 3.22 


Comparison of Labor Force and Employment Status in 
Suirvey Weeks of I966 and 1967) by Migration Status 
and Color: Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age Wot 
Enrolled in School in Either Year(S') 


Migration 

status 

Total 
n-uunber 
(thousands ) 

Labor force 
participation rate 

Unemployment rate 

1966 

1967 

1966 

1 1967 


WHITES 

vflgrant 

355 

100.0 

98.9 

1.7 

1.0 

Honmigrant 

2,800 

98.7 

99.0 

1.5 

1.3 

Total or average 

3)248 

98.8 

99.0 

1.6 

1.2 


BLACKS 1 

I'ligrant 

35 

96,8 

100.0 

3.5 

0.0 

Honmigrant 

496 

96.1 

97.6 

2.9 

5.3 

Total or average 

54 o 

96.2 

98.0 

3.1 

3.0 


a) Universe excludes those young men who were out of the labor force 
and reported themselves unable to work. 


As would be expected, migration occurs much more frequently among 
ployed youth who make employer changes than among those who do not 
able 3.23). Nevertheless, it is noteworthy that even those who do 
t change employers Include a number of "migrants” in the sense of 
divlduals who change residence across county (or SMSA) lines 
percent in the case of whites, 3 percent in the case of blacks), 
ch geographic movement is consistent with job stability because not 
1 changes of residence across county lines are actually changes in 
bor market area, and also because some geographic moves undoubtedly 
e caused by job transfer or reassignment which, by definition, do 
t involve interfirm movement. Little is known for the labor force 
a whole, about the proportion of all interfirm job changes that 
volve geographic movement. It is noteworthy, therefore, that for 
is age group of young men, about one-fourth of all those who changed 
ployers also changed their residence from one labor market area to 
other. 28 However, that fraction is four times as great as the 


28 This is substantially smaller than the estimate by former 
icretary of Labor Wirtz that about half of all Interfirm shifts involve 
lographic moves, as noted and discussed in H. S. Fames, "Labor Force 1 ; 

irticipation and Labor Mobility,” pp. 44-45. ' ; 
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proportion of those who stayed with the same employer while making a 
geographic move. Reflecting the reassignment phenomenon, white men in 
their early twenties who moved occupationally within a firm were nearly 
three times as likely as those who did not change occupations to have 
changed geographic locations as well. 


Table 3*23 Observed Rate of Geographic Movement between 1966 

and 1967, by Selected Aspects of Job Status, I966 and I967, 
and Color: Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age Wot Enrolled 
in School in Either Year(ki) 



WHITES 

BLACKS 

Job status aspect 

Total 
number 
(thousands ) 

Rate of 

geographic 

movement 

Total 

number 

(thousands) 

Bate of 
' geographi 
movement 






Same 

2,094 

8 

260 

5 

Different 

907 

20 

205 

10 

Total or average 

3,110 

11 

479 

7 






Same employer 

2,071 

6 

294 

3 

Same occupation 

1,678 

4 

244 

3 

Different occupation 

393 

11 

51 

0 

Different employer 

957 

24 

177 

14 

Total or average 

3,110 

11 

4-79 

7 


(a) Percent of respondents whose residence in I967 was in a county or 
SMSA different from that in which they resided in I966. 

(b) Includes only respondents employed in I966 and 1^7. 


. characteristics o f the migration proc ess Consistent with the 

hypothesis that pographic movement is, by and large, a rational, orderly 

®’^bstantial proportion of migrants had jobs 
prior to actually moving, i.e., more 
'k M ^ whites and more than four- fifths of the blacks 

nmnno- hrv+h l‘i strong economic motivation for migration 

concemloff evidenced by responses to the inquiry 

migrants and geographic moves, About half of the white 

reasons as unfiBrnlft" their black counterparts reported such 

emp yment and prospects for a better job, while only about 









Table 3 . 2 h 


Selected Characteristics of the Changes of Residence across 
County Lines between I966 and I967 Surveys, by Color: 
Respondents 21 to 25 Years of Age Not Enrolled in School 
in Either Year 
(Percentage distribution) 


Selected characteristic 

WHITES 

BUCKS 

Whether had Job lined up 



Yes 

77 

.... 83_._.._... 

Different Job 

35 

51 

Same Job, different area 

36 

i4 

Trainsfer 

6 

17 

No 

_23. .... 

17 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

355 

35 

Reported reason for move 


74 

Economic 

50 

Cojnmunity 

20 

0 

Family 

l4 

15 

Combination 

3 

5 

Other 

13 

6 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

355 

35 

Distance moved (in miles) 



Less than 50 

26 

25 

50.99 

23 

0 

100.199 

10 

0 

200.399 

13 

17 

400 or more 

29 

57 

Total percent 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

355 

35 1 
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by no means preaominantiy ror snor-c ais uances . uiixy auoux; one-rourtn 
of the geographic moves involved a distance of less than 50 miles and a 
substantial fraction covered more than 200 miles. 


IV SUMMARY 


The substantial amount of job movement among out-of-school young 
len during a 12 -month period attests to a considerable flexibility In 
his segment of the U. S. labor force. During the course of the year 
letween the surveys nearly two-fifths of the youth who were employed at 
loth interview dates made at least one interfirm shift. About one-tenth 
)f them changed residence from one county (or SMSA) to another. Even 
)f those who remained with the same employer, approximately one-fifth 
hanged three-digit occupations. In addition, there is marked association 
imong the several types of movement— e.g, , about one-fourth of those who 
hanged employers also changed geographic locations across county (SMSA) 
Lines . 

By and large, our hypotheses regarding the conventional correlates 
)f job changing are borne out. There is strong evidence that the process 
3f maturation results in greater stability as rates of geographic and 
Lnterfirm movement are found to be negatively associated with age, tenure 
on the job, and length of residence in an area. Furthermore, the thx’ee 
aspects of labor market dynamics examined in this chapter can. be 
characterized as functional in the sense that they result in generally 
improved situations for those who move. This conclusion is all the 
more remarkable in view of the fact that the data on which the analysis 
is based include involuntary as well as voluntary job changes. 
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CHAPTER FOUR* 


CHANGES IN EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS OF HIGH SCHOOL YOUTH 


A-Lthough there has been a great deal of research on the determinants 
I Gonseq.uences of the educational aspirations of youth, analyses of 
ir-to-year changes in such aspirations have been attempted only 
:req.uently.^ In our earlier report based on the first survey of the 
mg men, we noted that their educational goals were unrealistically 
'h in light of known trends in educational achievement. Over 70 
’cent of the youth l 4 to 17 years old who were enrolled in elementary 
high school in 1966 wanted at least two years of post -secondary 
mation, while as of I967 only 38 percent of the young men in the 
■ ted States between the ages of 20 and 24 had completed as much as a 
ir of college, according to data from the Current Population Survey.^ 


It appears highly unlikely, then, that all young men in our sample 
11 realize their educational goals. This raises two important q.uestion 
it determines whether a young man maintains or changes his educational 
I occupational goals? Vfhat are some of the consequences, particularly 
;h respect to retention in school and later labor market behavior, of 
ther maintaining high aspirations or revising them downward. 8 
ierstanding the relationship between aspirations and later behavior 


* This chapter was written by Frederick A. Zeller and John R. 

ea. 


1 Among the exceptions is the longitudinal study of tenth graders 
Jerald G. Bachman and Associates, reported in Youth in Transition , Vol 
(Ann Arbor, Mich. : Institute for Social Research, Survey Research Cent 
Iversity of Michigan, 1967) • A report on the follow-up survey is to be 
blished later this year. 

2 Parnes, et al.. Career Thresholds , Vol. I, p. 165. The CPS 
timate is from U. S. Department of Commerce, Current Population Reports^ , 
ries P- 20 , No. 169, pp. 9 - 10 * 

3 High aspirations are associated with high educational attainmen 
i we know that educational attainment is positively related to 
cupational assignment and, therefore, to earnings. On the other hand 
intenance of high aspirations in the face of limited opportunities for 
eir realization may be detrimental to mental health and may have other 
desirable consequences as well. 
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conscious efforts at change were desirable. 

In this chapter we report on a preliminary analysis of intertemporal 
shifts in educational aspirations and a number of their important 
correlates. Vfe begin by presenting a conceptual framework for interpreting 
the empirical relationships. This is followed by a brief examination of 
the changes in aspiration reported by all youth in the sample who were 
enrolled in high school in 19^7 as well as the reasons given for such 
changes. We then examine, in turn, the relationship between modification 
in aspirations and several sets of variables describing personal and 
familial characteristics of the respondents and the environment In which 
they live. Most of the analysis is limited to those enrolled in high 
school in 1967 who aspired to I 6 or more years of education in I 966 , since 
in most instances there are insufficient sample cases for a valid 
cross- tabular analysis of youth with lower aspirations. 


I CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK 


Educational goals, their level and the factors which influence them, 
have been the subject of considerable research conducted by specialists 
Interested in explaining how the social system distributes young people 
along the spectrum of economic opportunities. Nearly all students of the 
subject seek to account for individual variation in aspiratlonal levels 
In terms of personality factors (e.g., general Intelligence, conception , 
of self) and environmental conditions (e.g., educational opportunities).^ 

In addition to being affected by achievement motivation, intelligence 
and other psychological variables, educational and occupational aspirations 
appear to be related systematicsilly to social class, parental encouragemen 
and area of residence. ^ Moreover, the influence of these variables on 


4 See, for example, "Research in Vocational Development," Vocationa 
Aspects of Coun selor Education; A Conference Report (Washington, D.C.! 
George Washington University, 1965); and” John Hayes, "Occupational Choice 

tlLuary^l^g^^^pp Roles," Occupational Psychology 

Sewell and Vimal P. Shah, "Socioeconomic Status, 
the Attainment of Higher Education," Sociology of 

Sewell and Vimal P. Shah, 

AmpHpph Educational Aspirations/' The 

^968), EP. 559 - 61 ; WlllU H— 

Choice " TViP Ah, ^enstein, Coramunity of Residence and Occupational 
of Sociology (March I 965 ), pp. 551-63* Mdch 

Wlscons^°^^^^ articles is from a sample of high school 



dueational aspirations appears to be rather complex. For example, the 
eparate "effect" of socioeconomic status is perhaps greater than that 
f intelligence for young women, but the opposite may be true for young 
en.° Boys from rural areas and smaller communities appear to have lower 
spirations than those from larger population centers, controlling for 
ocioeconomic status and intelligence. 7 Finally, there seem to be fairly 
onsiderable differences by race in the effect of several variables on 
dueational aspirations.” 

Despite the importance of educational and occupational goals^ and 
be volume of research on the subject already completed, not all 
mportant questions have yet been answered. For one thing, as has been 
lentioned, little attention has been paid to change in aspirations. 
lOr cover, even with respect to the determinants of aspirational level at 
, moment of time, it has been suggested that attention be paid to several 
dditional variables: (l) the availability of economic resources; (2) 
he student's knowledge of opportunities for assistance in furthering his 
idueational objectives; (3) the student's self-conception, particularly 
lis assessment of his changes for success in college; (4) the student's 
■eference group and the value climate in which he lives; and (5) 
ipportunities available in the school and community. 

Unfortunately, measures are not yet available to us for a nvunber of 
'ariables that are important for analyzing aspirations. Results of the 


6 Sewell and Shah, "Socioeconomic Status, Intelligence, and the 
attainment of Higher Education," p. 1. 

7 Sewell and Orenstein, "Community of Residence and Occupational 
Jhoice," p. 551. 

8 For a review of some of the more interesting studies, see Jeffry 
^iker, Entry into the labor Force (Ann Arbor, Michigan: Institute of Labor 
ind Industrial Relations, University of Michigan, I 968 ) pp. 8l-87« 

9 As Professor Haller has observed, "Taken by themselves, the zero- 
)rder correlations between males' adolescent level of educational and/or 
jccupational aspiration and their early adult levels of educational and 
)ccupational attainment are not especially high, ranging from +.46 to +. 69 . 
fowever, such early levels of aspiration appear to be more highly correlated 
?ith -their respective behaviors than other known variables." Archibald 0. 
laller, "On the Concept of Aspiration," Rural Sociology (December 1968), 

>. 486. The studies to which he refers are summarized by Haller and Irwin 
1 . Miller , The Occupational Aspiration Scale: Theory, Structure and 
iorr elates , Technical Bulletin 2bb (East Larising, Michigan; Agricultural 
experiment Station, Michigan State University, 1963 ) • 

10 Sewell and Shah, "Social Class, Parental Encouragement, and 
educational Aspiration," p. 572. 
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uuuts lur inclusion nere. Moreover, tne interview schedules used thus 
far have not included measures of so-called "peer effects" and parental 
influence. We are weighing the desirability of probing for such effects 
through retrospective inquiry in a later survey. 


II CHMGE IF ASPIRATIONS: EXTENT AND REASONS 


In the 1966 interview young men enrolled in school were asked, "How 
much more education would you like to get?" and the question was repeated 
in identical form in the 1967 survey. Of those enrolled in high school 
in 1967 who were also in school in I966, roughly three in ten had revised 
their educational goals — 29 percent of the white youths and 35 percent of 
the black (Table 4.1). It is noteworthy that downward revision of 
aspirations between 1966 and 1967 was only sli^tly more frequent than 
upward changes, with reductions more common among those who had aspired 
to college, and increases rather more prevalent for those who had planned 
on high school graduation only. Among those who in 19^7 were high school 
seniors, raised horizons were more frequent than lowered ones in the case 
of the whites, while the opposite is true among blacks. 

The data are unequivocal on the relative ability of blacks and whites 
to realize educational goals. Of the estimated 7^0,000 white male high 
school seniors who in 1966 aspired to 16 years or more of education, 79 
percent were enrolled in college in 1967, I8 percent had left school, 
and 3 percent remained as seniors. Among 83,000 black seniors in I966 
with the same high aspirations, 48 percent were in college a year later, 

4l percent had left school, and 10 percent remained hi^ school seniors. 

In 1967, respondents enrolled in high school who reported either 
higher or lower educational aspirations than those held in I966 were 
asked; "Why have you changed your plans?" Nearly half of those who 
changed their goals cited factors that can be subsumed under the general 
heading of "interest." "Economic" factors were mentioned by nearly a 


11 Had questions concerning the perceived influence of parents 
been raised in earlier surveys, responses might have been suspect, since 
other persons were frequently present when the subject was interviewed. 
According to a special tabulation of interviewer checks at the end of 
the section of the questionnaire on future job plans, another person was 
present in approximately one-half the 1966 interviews with youngsters l4 
to 17 years of age. However, in the judgment of the Census interviewers, 
the other person influenced the job plan response in only 3 percent of the 
cases. 
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TaBle 4*1 Conqparison of Educational Goals, I 966 and I 967 , "by High School Grade in 1967, 
Educational Goal in 1966, and Color: Respondents Enrolled in High School 

in Both Years (a) 
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fifth of the changers. Other responses were classified under the headings 
of "ability," "military service," "nothing particular," and so forth. 

Among both blacks and whites who revised their aspirations downward, a 
higher-than-average proportion mentioned "ability," "military service," 
and "no particular reason" for the change. Looked at somewhat differently, 
"economic" reasons and "interest" were more often cited by those revising 
their goals upward than downward. 


Ill CORRELATES OF CHANGE 


We turn now to an examination of a number of factors that appear to 
be related to a downward revision in educational aspirations among those 
in high school in 1967 who had aspired to 16 years or more of education 
when first interviewed in I966. 

Family Background 


It was anticipated that stability of educational aspirations would 
be related to levels of family income. More specifically, high aspirations 
are less realistic (and hence more likely to be revised downward over 
time) among youth from low income families than among those who are better 
off financially. This expectation is confirmed by the data in Table 
4.2 for white youth, but not for black. For example, 29 percent of the 
whites in families earning between $3,000 and $5,999 revised bheir goals 
downward, while only 11 percent of those in families earning $15,000 
or more did so. Among the blacks, the opposite relationship between 
family income and goal modification prevailed. While there are 
insufficient sample cases in the two hipest Income categories for 
confident estimates, 45 percent of those in families with incomes between 
$6,000 and $9,999 revised their educational goals downward compared to 
only 28 percent and 23 percent of those in the two lower income categories 
($3,000 to $5,999 and less than $3,000, respectively) . Possible reasons 
for this rather puzzling relationship are considered below. 


12 Unlike father's education, family income is not a static variable. 
We intend at some time to examine the relationship between aspirational 
change and changes in family income. Income is an imperfect indicator 
of financial ability, however, since family assets and power to borrow 
are ignored. The latter may be especially important, and in some cases 

based on financial need) it may be inversely correlated 
with other income. 


+v,a ^®ss than 1 percent of the former but 7 percent of 

the latter had higher aspirations in the second year. 
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Although obviously intercorr elated with each other and with family 
:ome, a father's education and occupation are known to be positively 
Lated to level of aspiration. 1^ Looking only at the simple relationship, 
;re is also a positive association between stability of high aspirations 
i father’s educational level (Table 4.2). For example, among white 
ith with college aspirations whose father had less than 12 years of 
looling, 30 percent revised their goals downward between I 966 and 196 ?; 
contrast, the corresponding percentage of yout.h whose fathers had 
Liege degrees was only 11 percent. Among blacks, those whose fathers 
i less than 12 years of education were more likely than the sons of 
gh school graduates to shift their horizons downward (36 versus 18 
rcent). The number of sample cases with fathers who had completed 
ne college is insufficient to warrant any generalization about youth 
this category. 

Father's occupation also hears the expected relationship to stability 
educational aspirations among white youth: 29 percent of those with 
thers in blue-collar jobs, but only l4 percent of those whose fathers 
re in the white-collar occupations shifted their educational goals 
vinward. There are too few sample cases in the white-collar category 
permit a confident statement about the relationship in the case of 
acks; but it is interesting that, as in the case of income, the 
lationship appears to be the opposite of that which prevails for the 
ites. 

We are not at all confident about the interpretation that should be 
aced on the intercolor difference that has been described in the 
lationship between family income and stability of educational 
pirations. The difference, of course, may not be a real one. It may 
' attributable to sampling variation, or it may simply reflect a greater 
ndency for poor black than poor white youngsters to have registered a 
wnward revision in educational goals by dropping out of school and 
lus disappearing from the universe tabulated in Table 4.2. To the 
itent that the intercolor differences in the relationship is genuine — and, 
Iditional tabulations that are not now available will permit us to test 
lis— the data may mean that poor black yoimgsters cling more tenaciously 
lan white to unrealistic appraisals of their chances for education 
itil they actually encounter the barriers (e.g. grades, money) which 
’event realization of educational ambitions. Other plausible explanations 
)me to mind, but all are highly speculative in the absence of additional 
ibulations which would allow us to test their validity. 

^e. Information, and Curriculum 

Whether a young man altered his educational goals between the first 
id second interviews also is markedly related to his age, his hi^ 


l4 Irving Kraus s, "Sources of Educational Aspirations Among Working 
lass Youth," American Sociological Review (December 1964), pp. 867-79* 
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Table 4.2 


Proportion Lowering Educational Aspirations between I966 and 
1967, by Selected Family Characteristics and Color; Kespondents 
Enrolled in High School Both Years (o-) who Aspired to I6 or More 
Years of Education in 1966 



WHITES 

BLACKS 

Characteristic 

Total niunber 
aspiring to 

16 or more 
years in I966 
(thousands) 

Percent with 
lower aspira- 
tions in 1967 

Total number 
aspiring to 

16 or more 
years in 1966 

Percent with 
lower aspira* 
lions in 19^7 

1966 total family income 





Less than $3)000 

59 

36 

61 

23 

$3,000-5,999 

299 

29 

130 

20 

$6,000-9,999 

721 

22 

89 

45 

$io,ooo-iif,999 

719 

18 

24 

19 

$15,000 or more 

480 

11 

11 

0 

Total or average 

2,278 

20 

315 

30 

Highest year of school 
completed by father(c) 

619 




11 or less 

30 

132 

36 

12 

861 

17 

53 

lO 

13-15 

220 

13 

11 

36 

16 or more 

400 

11 

l4 

Total or average 

2,136 

19 

222 

32 

Occupation of father 





White-collar 

1,148 

14 

36 

37 

Blue-collar 

762 

29 

l4l 

30 

Service 

52 

15 

20 


Farm 

115 

19 

18 


Total or average 

2,378 

20 

332 



(a) Includes a few respondents who were enrolled in elementary school in I9661 

(b) Includes only respondents living with feunily members other than wife, 

(c) Includes only respondents who lived with their fathers at age l4. 

(d) Refers to head of household if different from father. 
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school Giirriculum, the extent of his labor market information, and his 
exposure to reading materials in the home (Table 4.3). The last three 
of these, hov/ever, are not only correlated with each other, but also 
with measures of socioeconomic status reviewed in the previous section, 
tfe cannot be confident at this point, therefore, that the simple 
associations that are evident in Table 4.3 actually reflect the independent 
influence of each of these variables. 

So far as age is concerned, there is no substantial relationship with 
likelihood of change in educational aspiration for white youth, but for 
black youth it is pronounced. Nearly half (45 percent) of the black 15 
year olds in 19^7 had revised their aspirations downward while only a 
q^uarter (25 percent) of the 16 and 17 year olds did so (Table 4.3). 

Knowing the age at which large numbers of black youngsters reduce their 
educational goals also may add meaning to the relationship between high 
school curriculum and stability of aspirations. It is rather common for 
tracking to begin after the ninth grade, and the fact that a large 
proportion of black youth is concentrated in the so-called general 
curriculvun may be related to the modification in educational goal manifest 
in the responses of many in the youngest age group--those who were 15 
years old in 196?. Youth in both color groups who were enrolled in the 
general curriculum in 1966 are more likely to have lowered their aspirations 
than those enrolled in the college preparatory curriculum (Table 4.3). 

While the differences are not large, 24 percent of the whites and 37 
percent of the blacks in the general curriculum revised their aspirations 
downward, compared to 17 percent of the whites and 31 percent of the blacks 
in the college preparatory curriculum. 

The first survey of the young men employed a measure of their 
occupational information. It was expected that those with greater 
"knowledge of the world of work" would have more realistic occupational 
aspirations and would be " . . .more likely to be able to translate a given 
aspiration into reality. "^5 While this relationship remains to be tested 
with labor force data from future surveys, we are able to examine the 
simple relationship between the extent of occupational knowledge and 
likelihood of a downward revision in educational aspiration. White youth 
who scored low on the occupational information test are more likely than 
those whose scores were medium or high to have revised their educational 
asTln ra+.-i nns downward — -P7 T>e.ro.ent versus I8 percent (Table 4.3). hortno,rp 


Table ^^3 Proportion Lowering Educational Aspirations between 1966 and I 967 j 
by Selected Personal Characteristics: Respondents Enrolled in 
High School Both Years \Jho Aspired to I6 or More Years of 
Education in 1966 



WHITES 

BLACKS 1 , 

Characteristic 

Total number 
aspiring to 

16 or more 
years in 1966 
(thousands ) 

Percent with 
lower aspira- 
tions in 1967 

Total number 
aspiring to 

16 or more 
years in I966 
(thousands) 

1 

Percent viK\ 
lower aspira- 
tions 5 n 

1967 age 





15 years 

998 

18 

108 


16~17 years 

1,315 

20 

202 


18 years or older 

65 

44 

23 


Total or average 

2,378 

20 

332 

3? i 

High school curriculum(^) 





Vocational 

73 

17 

22 

16 

Commercial 

20 

77 

12 

B 

College preparatory 

1,355 

17 

107 

31 

General 

817 

2k 

169 

3V 

Total or average 

2,344 

20 

321 

33 

Occupation information score 





Low 

598 

27 

190 

29 

Medium 

1,261 

18 

118 

kl 

High 

519 

17 

25 

8 

Total or average 

2,378 

20 

332 

38 

Exposure to reading 
material at age 14 

Had newspapers , magazines , 



144 

30 

library card 

1,856 

17 

Lacked any 1 

423 

30 

87 

26 

Lacked any 2 or 3 

95 

26 

100 

28 

!Ibtal or average 

2,378 

20 

332 

32 


(a) Includes a few respondents who were enrolled in elementary school in I966. 

(b) Includes only respondents who have completed one or more years of high school. 



In the first survey, respondents were asked to indicate whether they 
or their parents had a library card and regularly received magazines and 
newspapers when they (the respondents) were l 4 years of age. We 
anticipated that those who lacked all three of these advantages would be 
most likely to revise their aspirations downward because they would tend 
to be ^ong the youth least likely to be aware of the importance of 
educational attainment in contemporary society. The data are consistent 
with this expectation for whites, but, once again, not for blacks (Table 
4 , 3 ). Among white youth, those who had access to all three forms of 
Information were less likely to have lowered (and somewhat more likely 
to have raised) their aspirations than those who lacked any one of them 
(17 percent versus 30 percent). But, among the blacks the relationship 
is reversed. Thirty-ei^t percent of those who had access to all three 
forms of information revised their expectations downward compared to only 
26 percent of those who lacked any one and 28 percent of those who lacked 
any two. 

Educational Eisqaectations 

After being queried in the I966 survey about how much education 
they would "like to get," respondents were asked; "As things now stand, 
how much more education do you think you will actually get?" About a 
fifth of the white and over a fourth of the black youth who aspired to 
Id or more years of education in 1966 actually expected to get less 
(Table 4 . 4 ). As anticipated, a larger proportion of these youth than of 
those whose expectations equalled or exceeded their aspirations revised 
their goals downward between 1966 and 1967. This tendency was especially 
pronounced among the whites, where two- fifths of those whose I986 
expectations fell below their aspirations had reduced their aspirations 
by 19 d 7 j while lowered aspirations occurred among only l 4 percent of the 
others. In the case of the blacks > the difference was not nearly so 
great. Of those whose 1966 expectations were below their aspirations, 38 
percent lowered their goals in 19^7; but this was also true of 30 percent 
of the others. The data suggest that, by and large, aspirations are 
brou^t into line with expectations as youths move through adolescence, 
gain information, and begin to face problems or barriers to realization 
of their goals. 

Occupational Goal 

Given the strong vocational orientation of higher education in this 
country, one expects (and, indeed, finds) a substantial correlation 
between educational and occupational goals. In both I966 and 1987 } 
respondents were asked; "Wow I would like to talk to you about yo\ir 
future job plans. VThat kind of work would you like to be doing when 
you are 30 years old?" Those who in 1966 expressed a goal of I6 or 
more years of school, but who in I967 declared their occupational goal 
to be outside the white-collar category are much more likely than others 
to have revised their educational goals downward--39 percent of the 
whites and 4 l percent of the blacks (Table 4 . 5 ). Rather large proportions 
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Table ^*4 Comparison of Educational Goals, 1966 and 196? > Educational 

Expectations in 1966, Comparison of Expectations and Aspirations 
in 1966. and Color: Bespondents Enrolled in High School Both 
Years (fi-) Who Aspired to I6 or More Years of Education In I966 

(Percentage distribution) 


Comparison of 
educational goals, 

1966 and 1967 

Educational expectations , 1966 

Comparison of aspirations 
and expectations, I966 

Totsi 

or 

aver&e- 

College 2 
or less 

College 

4 

College 6 
or more 

Expected same 

as or more 

than desired 

Expected 
less than 
desired 


WHITES 

1967 higher than I966 

3 

7 

4 

7 

3 

6 

1967 same as I966 

57 

80 

68 

79 

37 


1967 lower than I966 

1*0 

12 

28 

14 

40 : 

20 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

iw 

Total number 







(thousands ) 

368 

1,500 

503 

1,872 

487 



BLACKS 

1967 higher than I966 

1 

5 

1 

4 

4 

4 

4 

1967 same as I966 

58 

71 


66 

58 

a 

1967 lower than I966 

40 

23 

63 

30 

38 

32 

Total percent 

100 


100 

100 


100 

Total number 







(thousands ) 

79 


37 

249 


332 


(a) Includes a fev7 respondents enrolled in elementary school in 1966. 








' both color groups had not yet made up their minds on occupational 
als, yet whites and blacks in this category are quite different with 
spect to the stability of educational goals between I966 and 1967 . 
e white youth who have not yet defined their occupational goals differ 
latively little from those wanting to be in white-collar positions, 
iggesting that many of these youngsters may simply have been undecided 
I a specific managerial-professional career. On the other hand, blacks 
lO do not know what occupation they wish to hold at age 30 are more 
kely than those in any other category to have reduced their educational 
ipirations between 1966 and 1967, perhaps indicating lack of information, 
scouraged plans, actual ambivalence about attempting college, or some 
her factors. 

Table 4.5 Comparison of Educational Goals, I966 and 1967 , by 
Occupational Goal in 1967 ? Color: Respondents 
Enrolled in High School Both Years (^) Who Aspired 
to 16 or More Years of Education in I966 

(Percentage distribution) 


Comparison of educational 
goals, 1966 and 1967 

White- 

collar 

All 

other ) 

Don't 

know 

Total or 
average 


WHITES 

1967 higher than I966 

8 

4 

2 

6 

1967 same as I966 

76 

57 

83 

74 

1967 lower than 1966 

16 

39 

16 

20 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total number (thousands) 

1,552 

277 

283 

2,378 


BLACKS 

1967 hi^er than 1966 

6 

4 

0 

k 

1967 same as 1966 

72 

56 

47 

64 

1967 lower than 1966 

22 

4 l 

53 

32 

Total percent 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Tot al nirnib er ( thousand s ) 

211 

54 

57 

332 


(a) Includes a few respondents who were enrolled in elementary 
school in 1966. 

(b) Includes those who want to be in the armed forces. 


eographic Characteristics 

Whether a white adolescent lives in the central city of £ 
etropolltan community, in the sub\jrbs, or, for that matter, : 
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town, bears little relationship to the stability of his educational 
aspirations from one year to the next (Table 4.6). The same cannot be 
saidj however, of black youth: those living in small cities or rural 
areas were considerably more likely than others to have lowered their 
educational goals between I966 and 1967. 


Ill SUMMARY 


There was a rather substantial gross change in the level of educational 
aspirations of high school students between I966 and I967. Among the 
total group of white youngsters who were enrolled in high school in both 
years 15 percent lowered their educational objectives, while the 
corresponding proportion among blacks was fully one- fifth. Nevertheless, 
it is noteworthy that approximately l4 percent of both color groups 
raised their sights for additional education. Thus, the net decline in 
educational aspirations for those who stayed in school was rather modest : 
between 1 and 2 percent. This decline is very small, given the fact that 
the 1966 aspirations of youth in school were unrealistically high in light 
of historic trends in educational attainment. 17 

Reductions in educational goals were especially common among youths 
who initially wished to- obtain some amount of post- secondary education. 

On the other hand, substantial increases occurred among those who aspired 
to either 12 years of school or two years of college. In fact, those 
who had said in 1966 that they wanted two years of college were equally 
likely to change goals in either direction. 

An examination of a number of correlates of aspirational change 
reveals an intriguing paradox. Among white youth aspiring to 16 or more 
years of education in I966, reductions in educational goals were associated 
with a number of measures of low socioeconomic status: low family income, 
father being a blue-collar worker, father having less than a twelfth 
grade education, and the respondent's family lacking regular access to 
either a newspaper, magazine, or a library card. On the other hand, 
reduced educational goals of black youth were especially prevalent among 
those in families in a middle-income category ($6,000-$9j 999 per year). 
Several other of the measures of socioeconomic status display essentially 
the same inconsistency between the color groups. 

We intend to examine these variables more intensively within a 
multivariate framework. For the moment, however, it is important to 
recognize the often small number of sample cases underlying some of the 


17 ^ Despite high aspirations, many youngsters fail to "make it.” 
Of the hi^ school seniors in 1966 who aspired to 16 or more years of 
education, only 79 percent of the whites and 48 percent of the blacks 
were enrolled in college at the time of the I967 survey. 



Table 4,6 Proportion Lowering Educational Aspirations between I966 and 1567 ^^ 
by Selected Residential Characteristics in 196 ? and Color: 
Respondents Enrolled in High School Both Years Who Aspired 
to 16 or More Years of Education in I966 



WHITES 

BLACKS 

Characteristic 

Total number 
aspiring to 

16 or more 
years in 1966 
(thousands) 

Percent with 
lower aspira- 
tions in 1967 

Total number 
aspiring to 

16 or more 
years in I966 
(thousands } 

Percent with 
lower aspira- 
tions in 1967 

Area of residence 





Central city of SMSA 


21 

182 

29 

Outside central city 

947 

19 

42 

26 

Outside SMSA 

949 

20 

108 

39 

Total or average 

2,378 

20 

332 

32 

Size of labor force in 
local labor market 





506^000 or more 

609 

16 

111 

29 

100 , 000 - 499,999 

625 

24 

98 

29 

Less than 100,000 

1,117 

20 

123 

36 

Total or average 

2,378 

20 

332 

32 


a) Includes a few respondents who were enrolled in elementary school in I966. 








relationships that have been described and the fact that we have only 
examined the simple relationships between.aspirational change and other 
variables. Moreover, it may be that a disproportionately large number 
of blacks in low income families who had aspired to college in 19^6 
but who revised their goals downward between I 966 and l^Sj had already 
dropped out of school. The data in this chapter, it must be remembered, 
refer only to those youths who remained in hi^ school in 1967^ had 
we examined the changes in aspirations of ^ youngsters who were in 
school at the time of the first survey we might have found no intercolor 
difference. 

On the other hand, if we assume that the differences between whites 
and blacks in the tjpes of relationships that have been found are real, 
what might account for them? There are ^several possible explanations, 
but each remains highly speculative in the absence of more refined 
analysis of the data. Poor blacks may cling more tenaciously than their 
white counterparts to unrealistically high educational goals. At the 
same time, compared to middle income whites equally prosperous blacks 
may be concentrated in circumstances which are inimical to realization 
of educational ambitions. Relative to the whites in this income group 
a disproportionately large number of the blacks may be in the twelfth 
grade, (where downward revision in goals is most common.), may be attending 
inadequate schools, or may face more serious entry barriers to college. 



CHAPTER FIVE* 


CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS 


In this concluding chapter, some of the findings which hold the most 
teresting implications for policy and additional analysis are highlighted 
iefly. Inasmuch as each of the previous chapters contains its own summary, 
effort is made here to restate all of the results presented in the report. 

The age span covered in the survey includes those years of a young 
n's life in which he first becomes integrated into the world of work, 
is is a critical period in the total socialization process. The young 
n’s subsequent labor market behavior is influenced substantially by his 
ucational and early labor market experiences. In this report we have 
gun an analysis of these experiences by focusing on the magnitude and 
laracter of various changes that have occurred over a one-year period — in 
hool enrollment status, labor force participation, unemployment experience, 
■cupational and interfirm mobility, and educational aspirations. 


EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT AND ASPIRATIONS 


The data pertaining to educational attainment and to decisions 
igarding dropping out of, returning to, and continuing in school suggest 
le important influence of family income and other indicators of 
>cioeconoraic status, especially for the transition from high school to 
>lLege. Black young men generally were more likely than white to 
>andon the educational process, a hardly surprising result in view of 
leir relatively disadvantaged positions in the socioeconomic hierarchy, 
len controls are introduced for various indicators of socioeconomic 
.atus, differences between white and black youth in tendency to drop out 
’ high school are diminished and in some cases actually reversed, but 
Lacks continue to be much less likely than whites to continue their 
)rraal education beyond high school — at least within each of the broad 
rtegories of socioeconomic status that have been used in the analysis. 

1 this regard, the variable referred to as "exposure to reading material" 
srforms somewhat better than other indicators of social class , and we 
lall be interested in exploring its relationship to the other measures 
t a later date. 


* This chapter was written by Roger D. Roderick and Frederick A. 
slier . 
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The aocioeconomic status of the family also emerges as a highly 
influential factor in explaining the changes in educational aspiration 
that occurred among high school students between the I 966 and 1967 
interviews. Dovmward revision of aspirations was most prevalent among 
those whose 1966 educational goals were highest and whose family 
backgrounds appeared to be least supportive, as indicated by income levels 
and various other measures of socioeconomic status. These relationships, 
however, are somewhat more complex for black than for white young men. 

These developments in school attendance and in educational aspirations 
during the course of the year were largely as anticipated. We are unsure 
at this time, however, about the ultimate relationship between aspirations 
and actual educational attainment. While maintenance of high goals may 
condition a young man's perseverance in school, it is clear, particularly 
for the blacks, that such aspirations are frequently frustrated. The 
significance of this finding is that it forewarns of the limited results 
which may accrue when programs designed to increase average educational 
attainment in the short run are directed only at altering the 
motivational structure of dropout -prone young men. 

There are, of course, factors other than socioeconomic status which 
influence educational attainment. In future reports data gathered through 
a special survey of the characteristics of the high schools attended by 
the respondents will be used to determine the extent to which school 
environment may influence educational goals and attainment. Scores from 
mental ability tests of young men, collected in the same survey, will 
also be used. To the extent that they may be considered measures of 
scholastic aptitude, they will be employed in an attempt to ascertain the 
influence of that factor on progression through the school system. 


II CHANGES IN LABOR MARKET EXPERIENCE 


For the age group of young men under consideration, the passage of 
one year can make a great deal of difference in labor market status. 

Between the dates of the two interviews there is evidence of a substantial 
increase in the extent of labor force participation by the cohort, 
particularly on the part of those who were in their early teens at the 
time of the first survey. Moreover, on the basis of comparisons of 
cross-sectional CPS data with the lorgitudinal data for the same two time 
periods , there also appears to be a moderate reduction in the susceptibility 
of the youth to unemployment, holding demand conditions constant. 

The fact that a substantial portion of the age cohort left school 
between the two surveys is the most important single factor accounting 
for the increase in labor force participation and for the relative 
improvement in unemployment experience. Nevertheless, this factor alone 
does not account for all of the change. Evidently, the mere process of 
maturation- -with all that it implies for knowledge, skills, attitudes, and 
experience— enhances the attractiveness of young men as workers , or at 
least their ability to operate successfully in the job market. Of course, 
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sriod from I966 to I967 was characterized by a generally strong 
L fo-r labor. Thus, we cannot say at this point whether the beneficial 
f effect" found here for this cohort would have been present had the 
I for their services been less intense. 

The tendency for many young men to experiment with various types 
DS as they attempt to actualize their occupational preferences is 
■mown. Our findings on job mobility are consistent wxth this 
Dretation of early labor market behavior. Those who were out of 
1 and employed at the time of both the 1966 and I967 surveys 
2d employers, geographical locations, and occupations in relatively 
numbers. Nearly two-fifths made at least one interfirm change, 
ome one-fourth of this group relocated across county or SMSA 
aries. Furthermore, about 20 percent of those who remained with 
ame employer were involved in movement between three-digit 
ational categories. 

^Thile there has been a great deal of research and policy interest 
reer patterns and dead-end jobs, occupational movement within 
lishments has only recently become a subject of careful empirical 
rch. Our results show that the rate of such movement is quite high 
; young men: indeed, two-and-one-half times as high as that measured 
le CPS for the same age cohort over a comparable period of time. 

.tribute this to differences in the data collection process between 
.wo surveys, and believe that the estimate produced by this survey is 
ibly superior to that generated by the CPS for this segment of the 
* force. Overall, the occupational changes within firms were 
minantly in the direction of "net economic advantage," and those 
aade such changes were more likely than nonchangers to have expressed 
jased satisfaction with their jobs. No significant intercolor 
jrences were found in the rate or the direction of occupational 
aents. over the one -year period. 

Even though the data on interfirm movement include both voluntary 
involuntary shifts, it can he said that the changes were for the most 
beneficial, both psychologically and economically. Even within the 
ow age range represented hy the sample, the incidence of these 
rfirm shifts diminished with increasing age, suggesting that the 
y process of labor market experimentation as well as the effects of 
ration and work experience contribute substantially to employment 
ility. 

Our findings, then, point to positive as well as negative aspects 
he operation of the labor market for youth. Take, for example, the 
lem of unemployment. It is true that, on average, youth suffer high 
!S of joblessness and that the problem is especially severe for blacks, 
srtheless, it must also be recognized that a substantial portion of 
unemployment among youth occurs while they are still in school and 
i antedates their transition to the status of full-time workers, 
ied, the labor market experience that many young men have while in 
)ol appears to be helpful when they ultimately make this transition. 
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As another measure, consider the high rates of interfirm and 
occupational movement among young men who are no longer in school. It 
is undoubtedly true that some portion of this process of shifting is 
attributable to inappropriate early job choices, and to this extent 
may be viewed as reflecting imperfections in the labor market mechanism, 

On the other hand, these high rates of movement, coupled with the 
generally favorable character of the changes that are made, testify to 
a healthy flexibility that permits early mistakes to be rectified and 
improvements in status to be made. The fact that rates of job changing 
decline substantially with advancing age even within the very narrow 
age range under consideration suggests that by the time they have reached 
their mid-twenties most young men, on the basis of experimentation with 
a variety of possibilities, have arrived at more realistic assessments 
of their labor force potential and have obtained jobs reasonably acceptable 
to them in light of their evolutionary career plans. 

In any case, it is worthy of note that for the total age group 
19 to 25 years of age who were not enrolled in school at the time of 
either the I966 or the I967 survey — irrespective of their educational 
attainment--four-fifths had experienced no unemployment in the 
intervening year and almost three-fourths had worked at least 50 weeks. 
Moreover, of all these youth who were employed in wage and salary jobs 
at the time of both surveys, well over half were earning over $2.50 per 
hour at the time of the 1967 interview. Thus, the evidence suggests 
that for a large majority of young men the labor market operates 
reasonably effectively in integrating them into the world of work. This, 
of course, provides no basis for complacency with respect to the minority 
of youngsters for whom this is not true. One of our objectives as the 
longitudinal study progresses is to identify this latter group and, on 
the basis of an analysis of their characteristics and experiences, to 
be able to suggest measures for mitigating their labor market problems. 
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fatory Hnte 


The tables in this report have a number of characteristics that 
=rve some comment. In a study of this kind, interest generally 
ises on relative rather than absolute magnitudes, e.g,, the 
portions of white men and of black men who have a given characteristic, 
ler than their numbers . Accordingly, data in virtually all tables are 
sented in terms of percentages. In all cases, however, the base of 
1 percentage is shown, so that its statistical reliability can be 
Lmated. In calculating percentage distributions, cases for which no 
jrmation was obtained are excluded from the total. This amounts to 
Jiming that those who did not respond to a particular question do not 
fer in any relevant respect from those who did.^ All percentage 
tributions, therefore, should add up to 100 percent; when they do not, 

Ls because of rounding. It should be observed, however, that when 
Jlute numbers do not add to the indicated total, the difference is 
ributable (unless otherwise noted) to cases for which no information 
obtained, as well as to rounding. 

Percentages in most tables have been rounded to the nearest whole 
centage point. To record them to the nearest tenth would clutter 
tables unnecessarily and create the impression of a degree of 
liracy that does not in fact exist. To be statistically significant, 
ferences in percentages in this study generally have to be at least 
eral percentage points; thus, there is not much purpose in expressing 
centages to the nearest tenth of a point. There are a few exceptions 
this general rule. For example, because labor force participation 
Bs are so hi^ and their bases so large, their standard errors are 
be small; hence very small differences may be significant. 

With rare exceptions, our tables involve at least three-way 
ss-classifications in which color is almost always one of the variables, 
purpose is generally to ascertain how an independent variable interacts 
li color to "explain" some aspect of labor market behavior. For 
uple, are marital status and labor force participation related in the 
e way for black men as for white men? Since we are much more interested 


1 Nonresponse rates exceed 10 percent in only a very few 
iables. In these cases, nonresponse bias, if suspected, has been 
en into account in the interpretation. 
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in this type of question than in the relation between two variables for 
the total population irrespective of color, most of our tables omit the 
totals for blacks and whites combined. It might be mentioned that because 
of the overwhelming numerical importance of the whites, the distribution 
of the total population by any variable resembles very closely the 
distribution of the whites. 

Percentages are shown in all table cells no matter how small the 
base (and, thus, no matter how statistically unreliable the percentage 
may be). As a result, there are instances in which the data appear to 
show a relationship which almost certainly is not real. In our 
interpretations, of course, we are mindful of sampling error and as a 
rough rule of thumb we are inclined not to say anything about percentages 
based upon fewer than 50 sample cases, for sampling error in such Instances 
may be very high. For example, the standard error of a percentage in the 
neighborhood of 50 is about 10 percentage points when the base i.s 50 
sample cases; for percentages near 5 or 95? the standard error is about 
4 percentage points. The reader who wishes to observe the same cautions 
in interpreting the tabla should keep in mind that the "blown up" 
population figure corresponding to 50 sample cases is approximately l88 
thousand for whites and about 68 thousand for blacks. 




Table A-l continued Attrition Rate (Percent) I967 Survey, l)y Reason and by Selected 

Characteristics of Respondents in I966 



Total number, (s-) 

1966 

(thousands) 

Won interview rate ' 

Armed 

forces 


Characteristic, 1966 

Refusal 

Unable .to 
locate 

Total or 
average 

Out of labor force 
in survey week 


1*2 

0.9 

2.1 

3.6 

HI 

Whites 

4,355 

1.2 

0.6 

1.8 

3.7 

5.5 

Blacks 

626 

1.3 

2.7 

3.9 

3.0 

6.9 

Worked 52 weeks in 




3.6 

4,0 


past 12 months 

5,037 

1.7 

2.0 

7.7 

Whites 

4,504 

1.8 

1.2 

3.0 

3.7 

6.7 

Blacks 

533 

0.6 

8.6 

9.2 

6.6 

15.8 

Worked 0-6 weeks in 




4.6 



past 12 months 

1,217 

2.5 

2.0 

3.3 

7.8 

Whites 

1,062 

2.9 

1.7 

4,6 

3.0 

7.5 

Blacks 

155 

0.0 

4.5 

4.5 

5.2 

9.7 

Ko weeks of 
unesQjployment in past 

12,269 






12 months 


1.9 

3.1 

5.8 

8.9 

Whites 

10,788 


1.5 

2.8 

5.9 

8.7 

Blacks 

1,481 

0.7 

4.8 

5.5 

4.8 

10.3 

15 or more weeks of 
unemployment in past 

1,142 



4.9 

1 

, 5.4 

L0.4 

12 months 

3.1 

1.9 

Whites 

982 

3.4 

1.7 

5.1 

1 5.0 

10.2 

Blacks 

160 

1.2 

2.5 

3.8 

7.5 

11.9 

No weeks out of 

labor force in past 1 







12 months 

6,320 

1.6 

2.4 

4.0 

4.6 

8.6 

Whites 

5,557 


1.8 

3.4 

4.3 

7.8 

Blacks 

763 


7.2 

8.1 

5.6 1 

13.8 

27 ** weeks out of labor 
force in past 12 months 

4,843 


1.3 

2.9 

5.8 1 

8.7 

Whites 

4,228 


1.1 

2.9 

5.8 

8.7 

Blacks 

615 


2.3 

2.9 

5.5 

8.5 

White-collar workers 

3,800 


2.1 

3.6 

3.5 

7.1 

Whites 

3,558 1 

1.4 

2.2 

3.6 1 

3.5 1 

7.1 

Blacks 

242 

1.6 

1.6 

3.3 , 

3.3 ! 

6.6 

Blue-collar workers 

7,425 ' 

1.5 

1.8 

3.4 ' 

6.7 

10.0 

Whites 

6,466 


1.5 

3.0 

6.8 

9.8 

Blacks 

959 

H 

4.4 

5.7 ! 

6,0 

11.9 


Footnotes at end of table* 
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lie A -1 continued 


Attrition Rate (Percent), 1967 Survey, 'by Reason and by 
t’)e 3 Gc 1 ed Characteristics of Respondents in I966 



Total number, 

Non interview rate 

Armed 

forces 

Total 

racteristic, 1966 

( 1 luniaancls) 

Refusal 

Unable to 
locate (h) 

Total or 
average 

attrition 

rate 

vate wage and 







.ary workers 

i :’,073 

10,584 

1.5 

2.0 

3.5 

6.0 

9.6 ■ 

Mtes 

1.5 

1.6 

3.2 

6.1 

9.2 

Jlacks 

1,489 

1.1 

4.9 

6.0 

5,8 

11.6 

rernment workers 

1,351 

0.7 

1.2 

1,8 

5.8 

7.6 

Jhites 

1,132 

0.7 

1.0 

1.7 

6,4 

8,0 

Slacks 

219 

0.5 

2.3 

2.7 

2.3 

5.5 

igth of service 







jess than L year 

7,786 

1.6 

2.0 

3.5 

6.9 

10.5 

V;hites 

G, 69 'i 

1.6 

1.6 

3.2 

7.2 

10.4 

Blacks 

1,092 

1.2 

4.2 

5.4 

5.3 

10.7 

5 years or more 

1,991 

1.0 

1.8 

2.9 

4.5 

7.3 

Vfhites 

1,764 

1.1 

1.4 

2 . 4 

4.4 

6.8 

Blacks 

227 

0.9 

5.3 

6.2 

4.9 

10.6 

:itude toward 

S 6 job 







Like job 

5,326 

1,8 

2.3 

4.1 

6.0 

10.1 

V/hites 

4,605 

1.8 

1.5 

3.3 

6.2 

9.5 

Blacks 

721 

1.4 

7.5 

8.9 

4.9 

13.7 

iislike job 

585 

0.0 

5.1 ' 

5.1 

11.3 

16.6 

VAiites 

468 

0.0 

4.5 

4.5 

i 12.0 

16.5 

Blacks 

117 

0.0 

7.7 

7.7 

8.5 

17.1 

Dome of respondent 
past 12 months 







Less than $ 3 > 0-00 

9,110 

1.3 

1.9 

3.2 

7,0 

10.2 

V/hites 

7,816 

1.4 

1.6 

2,9 

7.2 

10.2 

Blacks 

1,294 

1.1 

4.0 

5.1 

5.2 

10.2 

^ 3^000 or more 

4,198 

1.5 

1.8 

3.3 

4,0 

7.3 

vrhites 

3,869 

1.5 

1.5 

3,0 

3.8 

6.8 

Blacks 

329 

2.1 

4,9 

7.0 

7.0 

14.0 

gh school curriculum 







Vocational , commercial 

1,359 

2.2 

1.9 

4,1 

9.5 

13.6 

^-fhites 

1,093 

2.6 

1,4 

4,0 

i 10,0 

i 4 .o 

Blacks 

266 

0.4 

4.1 

4.5 

7.5 

12.0 

College preparatory 

5,801 

1.2 

1,2 

2,4 

4.5 

7.0 

Vniites 

5,442 

1,2 

1.2 

2,4 

4.5 

6.9 

Blacks 

359 

1.7 

0.8 

2.5 

5.6 

8.1 

General 

6,890 

1,4 

2.1 

3.5 

6.1 

9.6 

Vfbites 

5,855 

1.3 

1.8 

3.1 

6.3 

9.4 

Blacks 

1.035 

1.5 

4,2 

5.7 

5.2 



jot notes at end of table. 
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Table A-1 eontimied Attrition Rate (Percent), 196? Survey, by Reason and by 

Selected Characteristics of Respondents in 1966 


— 


r^' 

Wonintervlew rate 

Armed 

forces 

Total j 


Char ac t e r is t ic , 1966 

1966 

(thousands ) 

Refusal 

Unable to 
locate (^) 

Total or 
average 

attrition 

rate 


Educational goal 

High school 4 

1,791 

1.7 

0.7 

2.4 

4,0 

6.4 


Whites 

1,495 

1.9 

0.6 

2.5 

4.1 

6,6 


Blacks 

296 

0.7 

1.4 

2.0 

3.7 

5.7 


College 4 

3,734 

1*2 

1.5 

2,7 

5.0 

7.7 


Whites 

3,323 

1.2 

1.5 

2,7 

5 1 2 

7.9 


Blacks 

4ll 

0.7 

1.9 

2.7 

3.6 

6.3 


Living arrangement 
at age l4 

With father 
and mother 

13,163 

1.4 

1.5 

2,8 

5.2 

8,0 


Whites 

11,976 

1.4 

1.3 

2.6 

5.3 

8.0 


Blacks 

1,187 

1.3 

3.5 

4.9 

3.4 

8.4 


With mother only 

1,420 

0.4 

3.1 

3.4 

5.1 

8.6 


Whites 

961 

0.1 

3.3 

3.4 

4.2 

7.6 


Blacks 

459 

0.9 

2.6 

3.5 

7.2 

10,7 


Had newspaper, 
magazines , library 
card at age l4 

9,213 

1.2 

1.1 : 

2.3 

5.2 

7.5 


Whites 

8,572 

1.2 

1.0 

2,2 

5.2 

7.4 


Blacks 1 

641 

2.0 

2.5 

4,5 

4.8 

9.4 


Lacked newspaper, 
magazines, library 
card at age l4 

865 

1.2 

4.7 

5.9 

3.9 

9.0 


Whites 

470 

1-7 

3.2 

4.9 

4.5 

9.4 


Blacks 

395 

0.5 

6,6 

7,1 

3.3 

10.4 


Resided in large labor 
market area(°) 

4,193 

3,629 

2.1 

2,2 

4.3 

5.7 

10.1 


Whites 

2.1 

1.9 

4,0 

5.7 

9.7 


Blacks 

564 

2.5 

4,3 

6.7 

5.7 

12.4 


Resided in small labor 
market area(d) 

7,541 

1.1 

1.5 

2,6 

4.6 

7.2 


Whites 

6,633 

1.1 

1.1 

2.2 

4.9 

7.1 


Blacks 

908 

0.8 

4,3 

5.1 

2.8 

7.8 


(a) Figures in this coluion are population estimates based on number of respondents In 1966, 

(b) Includes a few respondents inaccessible to the interviewer even though their location 


was ascertained* 

(c) A large labor market area contains a labor force of 500^000 people or more, 

(d) A small labor market area contains a labor force of less than 100,000 people. 
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Labor Force Participation Rate and Uncmpluyrnont Rale of Men 14 to 24 Vears of Age 
in the Civilian Woninst itutional Population According to Current Population ^Survey , 
by School Enrollment Status, Age^ and Color, October I966 and October 19^7 

(Numbers in thousands) 


rd labor force 
nployment status 


Not enrolled 


Total or average 


10/66 

10/67 

10/67 

minus 

10/66 

10/66 

10/67 

10/67 

minus 

10/66 



WEIITES 

1 

1 r 



sulatlon 

Dor force participation rate 
'Snployment rate 


3,158 3,247 

17.3 17 8 +05 

5.1 12.5 + 7 -‘' 


pula t ion 

bOT force participation rate 
snployment rate 


2,729 2,818 

59.9 41.8 

8.0 11.2 


pul at ion 

bor force participation rate 
employment rate 
1 

pul at ion 

bor force participation rate 
employment rate 

4 

pulatlon 

bor force participation rate 
employment rate 


1,649 1,435 

38.9 41.3 

8.4 9.1 

881 1,029 

38.6 44.2 

5.9 5-5 


1,147 1.076 

89.2 87.8 

7.9 9.2 

1,082 1,166 

93.8 93.7 

4.5 5.8 


1.963 

-0.1 69.0 

-0.5 4.7 

3,048 
-1.6 90.0 

+0.7 2.1 


pula t Ion 

bor force participation rate 
lenployment rate 
7 

ipulat ion 

ibor force participation rate 
tempi oyment rate 
3 

ipulat ion 

ibor force participation rate 
lemployment rate 


417 

35.0 +6.1 

38.4 +17.7 

201 

31,3 +6.3 

31.7 +27,5 


17 

11.8 -0.7 

0.0 " 100.0 


59 97 
59.3 75.4 
22.9 25.6 


508 

13,2 +1.0 

22.4 +0,7 

474 

39.9 : +7.1 

35.4 +14.2 
397 

59*4 +3.9 

22.4 +12.7 


)pulatlon 50 

ibor force participation rate 44.0 57,3 

^employment rate 9*1 12,8 

24 

Dpulatlon 35 5^ 

abor force participation rate 54,3 53.6 

ngiaployment rate Q* Q ^ >3 

Vera < 3 . Ferrell a, Employment of School Age Youth 
(Washington, D.C, 1 ), SV "Department of Labor, Bu 
p. A-S; Forrest A. Bogan, Employment of School A, 
(Washington, D.C.- U. S, Department of Labor, Bu 


hoQl Age Youth. October 1966 Special f 6 

of~LaboF^ Bureau” of Labor Statistics, August 1907), T , 

nt of School Age Youth, Special Labor Force Report ^No, ^ ^ ^ 

Labor, Bureau ol'^Labor Statistics, October 1968), Table 0 , i 
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Table A-3 Labor Force and Employment Status, by School Enrollment Status, A^e , Octobi-r 1^6?^ and Color Male 

Years of Age in I967 
















APPENDIX B 


GLOSSARY 


Age of respondent as of last birthday prior to April 1 , I967. 

jHMENT to current job (measured in 1966 survey only) 

Relative increase in rate of pay for which an employed respondent 
would be willing to accept a hypothetical offer of employment 
with a different employer. 

[TION RATE 

The proportion of respondents in I966 who were not interviewed 
in 1967. The noninterview rate is the proportion of respondents 
in 1966 who were not interviewed in 19^7 for reasons other than 
entrance into the armed forces. 

3 OF WORKER 

Wage and Salary Worker 

A person working for a rate of pay per time-unit, commission, 
tips, payment in kind, or piece rates for a private employer 
or any government unit. 

Self-employed Worker 

A person working in his own unincorporated business, 
profession, or trade, or operating a farm for profit or fees. 
Unpaid Family Worker 

A person working without pay on a farm or in a business 
operated by a member of the household to whom he is related 
by blood or marriage. 


The term "black" refers to all those who are not Caucasian and 
is used in lieu of the more conventional "Negro and other 
races." For further detail see Chapter 1 , footnote 5 * 

>ARISON OF ATTITUDE TOWARD JOB, 1966 AND 196 ? _ 

Whether the respondent says he likes his current job more th^, 
the same as, or less than the job he held in 1966 (irrespective 
or whether it was the same or a different job) . 

AEATIVE JOB STATUS, I966 AND I967 

Whether the respondent is working for the same employer or a 

different employer in 1967 as in 1966. 
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CURRENT PORJIATION SURVEY 

Monthly survey of the population conducted by the U< S. BuresVi 
of the Census to estimate the size and characteristics of th® 
labor force. 

EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS 

Total number of years of regular school that the respondent 
would like to achieve . 

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT: See HIGHEST YEAR OF SCHOOL COMPLETED 
EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS 

Total number of years of regular school that the respondent 
feels he will actually achieve . 

EMPLOYED: See LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

EXPOSURE TO READING MATERIALS AT AGE l4 (measured in 1966 survey only) 
Whether or not the respondent's family, when he was l4 years 
old, had a library card and received newspapers and/or magazines 
in the hcane. 

FAMILY INC (ME (1966) 

Income from all sources (including wages and salaries, net inco[r.e 
from business or farm, pensions, dividends, interest, rent, 
royalties, social insurance, and public assistance) received by 
any family member living in the household in 12 -month period 
prior to I 966 survey. Income of nonrelatives living in the 
household is not included. 

HEALTH, EFFECT ON ACTIVITY (measured in I 966 survey only) 

Respondent's assessment of whether his physical or mental 
condition (l) limits his work activity; ( 2 ) limits other 
activity; or ( 3 ) for those enrolled in school, limits his 
school activity. 

HIGH SCHOOL CURRICULUM 

Orientation and goal of high school courses, usually related to 
future educational or occupational plans. Categories used are 
college preparatory, vocational, commercial, or general. 

HIGHEST YEAR OF SCHOOL COMPLETED 

The hipest grade finished by the respondent in "regular" 
school, where years of school completed are denoted 9-ll> 

13 - 15 , etc. 



LY RATE OP PAY 

Compensation — in dollars — for work performed. This is limited 
to wdge and salary workers because it is virtually impossible 
to ascertain to what extent the earnings of the self-employed 
are wages as opposed to other kinds of returns . If a time 
unit other than an hour was reported, hourly rates were computed 
by first converting the reported figure into a weekly rate and 
then dividing by bhe number of hours usually worked per week. 

S WORKED DURING SURVEY WEEK 

The total number of hours worked at all jobs held by the 
respondent during the calendar week preceding the date of 
interview. 

OF RESPONDENT 

Income from all sources (including wages and salaries , net 
income from business or farm, pensions, dividends. Interest, rent, 
royalties, social Insurance, and public assistance) received 
only by the respondent. 

ISTEY 

The 10 one-digit classes of the Bureau of the Census' 
functional classification of employers on the basis of nature 
of final product. 


A continuous period of service with a given employer. 

Current or last Job 

For those respondents who were employed during the 
survey week: the job held during the survey week. 

For those respondents who were either unemployed or 
out of the labor force: the most recent job. 

PLEDGE OF THE WORLD OF WORK: See OCCUPATIONAL LSPOEMATION TEST 

)R FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS 
In the Labor Force 

All respondents who were either employed or unemployed 
during the survey week: 

Employed 

All respondents who during the survey week were either 
(l) "at work" — those who did any work for pay or profit 
or worked without pay for 15 hours or more on a family 
farm or business; or (2) "with a job but not at work" — 
those who did not work and were not looking for work, 
but had a job or business from which they were temporarily 
absent because of vacation, Illness, industrial dispute, 
bad weather, or because they were taking time off for 
various other reasons. 
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TTnemployed 

All respondents who did not work at all during the 
survey week and (l) either were looking or had looked 
for a job in the four-week period prior to the surveyj 
(2) were waiting to be recalled to a job from which they 
were laid off; or (3) were waiting to report to a new 
job within 30 days. 

Out of the Labor Force 

All respondents who were neither employed nor 
unemployed during the survey week. 

LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION RATE 

The proportion of the total population or of a demographic 
subgroup of the population classified as "in the labor force," 

LENGTH OP SERVICE IN CURRENT (LAST) JOB 

The total number of years spent by the respondent in his current 
(most recent) job. 

LIVING ARRANGEMENT AT AGE 14 (measured in I966 survey only) 

A classification of the people with whom the respondent lived 
when he was l 4 years old. It is primarily used to distinguish 
whether or not he lived with both parents. 

LOCAL LABOR MARKET AREA: See PSU 

MARITAL STATUS 

Respondents were classified into the following categories: 
married, spouse present; married, spouse absent; divorced; 
widowed; separated; and never married. The term "married" 
in the text includes those respondents who are married, spouse 
present in the survey week. "Nonmarrled" includes all others. 

NONSTUBEHT 

All respondents not enrolled in regular school at the time of 
the survey. 

OCCUPATION 

The ten occupation groups are the ten one-digit classes used 
by the Bureau of the Census in the i960 Census. The four types 
of occupation are white-collar (professional and technical 
workers; managers, officials, and proprietors; clerical workers; 
and sales workers); blue-collar (craftsmen and foremen, operatives, 
and nonfarm laborers); service ; and farm (farmers, farm managers, 
and farm laborers). 

OCCUPATION DESIRED AT AGE 30 

The occupation which the respondent would like to hold when he 
is 30 years old. 



mTIONAL INFORMATION TEST (measured in 1966 survey only) 

A series of questions designed to measure the extent of the 
respondent's information about the labor market. First, the 
respondent is asked to choose one of several job descriptions 
that best matches each of 10 specified job titles. Second, 
he is asked to indicate the amount of regular schooling typically 
achieved by men in each of the occupations. Third, he chooses 
from a pair of occupations the one in which he thinks average 
annual earnings is higher. For scoring procedure see 
Chapter 1, p. 5, n. 13. 

OF THE LABOR FORCE; See LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

(PRIMARY SAMPLING UNIT) 

One of the 235 areas of the country from which the sample for 
this study was drawn; usually an SMSA (standard metropolitan 
statistical area) or a county. 

3TION TO HYPOTHETICAL JOB OFFER; See ATTACHMENT TO CURRENT JOB 

JIAR SCHOOL 

"Regular" schools Include graded public, private, and parochial 
elementary and high schools; colleges; universities; and 
professional schools. 

CDENCE IN COUNTY (SMS4 LENGTH OF 

The length of time — in years — the respondent has lived in 
county or SMSA of present residence. 

IDENCE AT AGE l4 (measured in I966 survey only) 

Degree of urbanization of area in which respondent lived when 
he was l4 years old. These areas are defined as rural fam, 
rural nonfarm, town, suburb of city, city (25,000-100,000), 
and city (100,000 or more). 

ISFACTION WITH JOB, DEGREE OF 

Respondent's report of his feelings toward his job when 
confronted with the following four alternatives; "like it very 
much, like it fairly well, dislike it somewhat, dislike it very 
much." 


[OOL ENROLIMENT STATUS 

An indication of whether or not the respondent is presen ly 
enrolled in regular school. 

E-EMPLOYED; See CLASS OF WORKER 


ILL OF UNEMPLOYMENT , 

A continuous period of at least one week's 

which the respondent was unemployed. A spell may „ 

either by employment or by withdrawal from the a or 
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SURVEY WEEK 

For convenience, the term "survey week" is used to denote the 
calendar week preceding the date of interview . In the 
conventional parlance of the Bureau of the Census, it means the 
"reference week." 

TENURE; See LENGTH OF SERVICE IN CURRENT (LAST) JOB 

UNEMPLOYED: See LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

UNEMPLOYMENT EXPERIENCE IN PREVIOUS 12 MONTHS 

Cumulative number of weeks in the 12 months prior to the survey 
that the respondent reported he was looking for work or on 
lay-off from a job. 

UNEMPLOYMENT RATE 

The proportion of the labor force classified as unemployed. 
UNPAID FAMILY WORKERS; See CLASS OF WORKER 
VETERAN STATUS 

Whether the respondent served in any branch of the armed services 
prior to the time of the survey. 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING OUTSIDE SCHOOL 

Program(s) taken outside the regular school system for other 
than social or recreational purposes. Sponsoring agents include 
government, unions, and business enterprises. A training course 
sponsored by a company must last at least six weeks to be 
considered a "program." 

WAGE AND SALARY WORKERS: See CLASS OF WORKER 

WAGE RATE: See HOURLY RATE OF PAY 

WEEKS EMPLOYED IN PREVIOUS 12 MONTHS 

Cumulative number of weeks in the 12 months prior to the survey 
that the respondent reported that he worked. 

WEEIB IN THE LABOR FORCE IN PREVIOUS 12 MONTHS 

Cumulative number of weeks in the 12 months prior to the survey 
that the respondent reported that he either worked, looked for 
work, or was on layoff from a job. 

WORK EXPERIENCE 

Any full- or part-time employment experienced by the respondent 
any time during his life lasting two or more consecutive weeks. 





SAMPLING, INTERVIEWING, AND ESTIMATING PROCEDURES 


he Survey of Work Experience of Men l4 to 24 Years of Age is one of 
ongitudinal surveys sponsored by the Manpower Administration of the 
apartment of Labor. Taken together these surveys constitute the 
al Longitrjdinal Surveys . 

umple Design 

;he National Longitudinal Surveys are based on a multi-stage proba- 
r sample located in 235 sample areas comprising 485 counties and 
indent cities representing every state and the District of Columbia. 
35 sample areas were selected by grouping all of the nation's counties 
idependent cities into about 1,900 primary sampling units (PSU's) 
irther forming 235 strata of one or more PSU's that are relatively 
2 neous according to socioeconomic characteristics. Within each of 
brata a single PSU was selected to represent the stratum. Within 
PSU a probability sample of housing units was selected to represent 
Ivilian nonins titutionalized population. 


Since one of the survey requirements was to provide separate reliable 
sties for Negroes and other races, households in predominantly Negro 
ther race enumeration districts (ED's) were selected at a rate three 
that for households in predominantly white ED's. The sample was 
ned to provide approximately 5 >000 interviews for each of the 
ys— about 1,500 Negroes and other races and 3 >500 whites. When this 
rement was examined in light of the expected number of persons 
age-sex-color group it was found that approximately 42,000 households 
be required in order to find the requisite number of Negroes and 
■ races in each age- sex group. 


An initial sample of about 42,000 housing units was selected ^d a 
sning interview took place in March and April 1966. 0 t is n 

.7,500 units were found to he vacant, occupied by persons whose usual 
Lence was elsewhere, changed from residential 
le other hand^ about 9^0 additional units were ^ 

;ed within existing living space or had been change rom 
Lously nonresidential space. Thus 35>360 housing uni 
Interview; of these, usable information was collected tor 
sholds, a completion rate of 98*0 percent. 


* This 
eys Branch 


pendix was written ^®“ureau^of%he’^Cens^ 

Demographic Surveys Division, U.S. Bure 



The original plan called for using this initial screening to select 
the sample for all sample groups. On reflection it was decided to rescreen 
the sample in the fall of I 966 prior to the first interview of males l 4 
to 24, Males in the upper part of that age group are the most mobile 
group in the entire population and a seven-month delay between the initial 
screening and the first interview seemed to invite problems. 

To increase efficiency, it was decided to stratify the sample for 
the rescreening by the presence or absence of a l4 to 24 year old male 
in the household. The probability is great that a household which contained 
a l4 to 24 year old in March will also have one in September. However, we 
had to insure that the sample also represented persons who had moved into 
sample households in the intervening period, so that a sample of addresses 
which had no l4 to 24 year old males also was Included in the screening 
operation. 

This phase of the screening began in early September I 966 . Since a 
telephone number had been recorded for most households at the time of the 
initial interview, every attempt was made to complete the short screening 
interview by telephone. Following this screening operation, 5,713 males 
aged l4 to 24 were designated to be interviewed for the Survey of Work 
^erience. These were sampled differentially within four strata: whites 
in white ED's (i.e., ED's which contained predominantly white households), 
Negroes and other races in white ED's, whites in Negro and other race ED's, 
and Negro and other races in Negro and other race ED's, 

The Field Work 


Three hundred thirty-nine interviewers were assigned to this survey. 
The primary requirement for interviewers was previous experience with the 
Current Population Survey (CPS). A number of sections of the questionnaire 
dealt with labor force or socioeconomic concepts which were either similar 
o or identical with the CPS, thus a significant increase in quality and 
reduction of training costs was achieved. 

_ Regional office personnel trained the interviewers and office clerks 
+-°" in their regions. Each trainer was provided with 

prepared by the Bureau staff and reviewed by 
The and the Center for Human Resource Research of 

but a niimViP^ guide included not only lecture material, 

tborouffhiv uH+v, ® practice interviews to familiarize the interviewei 

in some 20 n'+ioa ® Jinestiormaire. A total of 26 training sessions were helc 
particiuatirnT nr> /°^SNout the country. Professional members of the 
training sessions^*^^^^ observed the regional supervisors during the 

quality.' regional office to insure adequate 

luestionnalre returned 

editor reviewed the questionnaires from beginning 
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d, "to deliermine if the entries were complete and consistent and 
er the skip Instructions were being followed. This edit was designed 
termine if the interviewer understood her job. The interviewer was 
cted by phone concerning minor problems, and depending on the nature 
e problem was either merely told of her error or asked to contact 
espondent for further information or for clarification. For more 
us problems the interviewer was retrained either totally or in part, 
he questionnaire was returned for completion. 

The training of interviewers began on October 23, 1967) and the 
■viewing immediately after. The interviewing continued until the 
>f December I967. A number of factors were responsible for the 
ed time. There are limited times during the day when persons in 
age group are available to be interviewed. The requirement that 
.nterviewers be experienced in the CPS caused some delay. For about 
reek each month the interviewers were not able to work on this survey 
ise of the conflicting demands of the CPS. Finally, extra time was 
red in order to reduce the number of nonintervievrs resulting from 
)ns who were temporarily not available for interview or who were 
.cult to locate. Of the 5)713 males l4 to 24 originally selected 
ihe sample, usable questionnaires were obtained from 5)234 cases in 


Summary, 1966 Interview 



Total 


Koninterviews 


xii'C6m©ws 

Total 

Refusals 

Other 

er of 

s 

5,713 

5)234 

479 

120 

359 

ent of 
load 

100.0 1 

91.7 

8.3 

2.1 

6.2 

ent of 
nterviews 



100.0 

25.0 

75.0 


The 5,234 men who were interviewed in ^^66 constitut J 

he 1967 survey. The noninterviews were not and 

be no base year data. Fourteen persons die .. . surveys, 

surveys and 276 men entered the armed orces ® Questionnaires 

ng 4,944 persons eligible to be interviewed. Usable 
Obtained ?rom 4,787 of these respondents for a completion rate of 

percent . 
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Summary, I967 Interview 



Inter- 
viewed 
in 1966 

Deceased 
in 1967 

Armed 

Forces 

1967 

Eligible 
for inter- 
view 1967 

Inter- 

viewed 

1967 

Re- 

fused 

Unable 

to 

contact 

All other 
non- 

intei’viev; 

Number 
of cases 



276 

4,944 

4,787 

65 


2l 

Percent of 
workload 

100.0 

0.3 

5.3 

94.4 





Percent ! 
eligible for 
interview 



■ , — 1 

100.0 

96.8 

1.3 

1.4 

0.4 


Estimating Methods 

The estimation procedure adopted for this survey was a multi-stage 
ratio estimate. The first step was the assignment to each sample case 
of a basic weight which was equal to the reciprocal of the sampling 
fraction of the stratum from which it was selected. Thus, for the Survey 
of Work Experience of Males l 4 to 2 h there were four different base weight 
reflecting differential sampling by color within stratum (i.e., white ED’s 
versus Negro and other race EC’s). 

1 . Noninterview Adjustment 

The weights for all Interviewed persons were adjusted to the 
extent needed to account for persons for which no information was 
obtained because of absence, refusals, or unavailability for other 
reasons. This adjustment was made separately for each of 16 
groupings: Census region of residence (Northeast, North Central, 
South, West); by residence (urban, rural); by color (white, Negro 
and other race s) . 

2 . Batio Estimates 


The distribution of the population selected for the sample may 
differ somewhat, by chance, from that of the nation as a whole, in 
such characteristics as age, color, sex, and residence. Since these 
population characteristics are closely correlated with the principal 
measurements made from the sample, the latter estimates can be sub> 
stantially improved when weighted appropriately by the knovm 
distribution of these population characteristics , ^ This was 
accomplished through two stages of ratio estimation, as follows: 


1 See U.S. Bureau of the Census, Technical Paper No. 7 , "The 

Survey — A Report on Methodology "(Washington, D.C,, 
for a more detailed explanation of the preparation of estimates. 
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yirst->Staite R^itio Es bimaLion 

Tto is a procedure In «h.l.-h tho a»plo pr..!'' . 

adjuatci to ttie toovm ’ «* ' 

distribution of the popu 3 aUo . f • . • 

the differences existinc at tho t. hno ol ^ 

the color-residence diotr lbut:ion lor the natJon . 

sample areas , 




b , Second-^Stape Ratio EstiTnallon 

In this final step, the sample proport Umn 
to independent current eatimateo of the civilian^ 
tionalized population by age and color. These ^ ^ 

prepared by carrying forward the moot recent '* • 

to take account of aubseejuent af^.lng ol the po))e. ^ ^ 

and migration between the United 15 tato!i and - 

The adjustment was made by color wl.thin lo»u’ ar.’* t 
14 - 15 , 16-18, 19 - 21 , and 
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After this step, ouch otunpie ])eni(m htir. 11 w 
remains unchanged throufihout the I’ive-yenr 1 . 5 !'.- 
The universe of study was thus tMxo<l at the ^ ■ ' 

for the first cycle. No rowoightini'; of the ^ 

after subsequent cycles since tho I'.rouj) ol Antoi'v 1 ' 

is an unbiased sample of tho population ('roup ( |?i 
civilian noninstitutionallzcd malen n/'o t 4 to ;*iiA ie 
at the time of the first cycle only. 


Lg and Editing 

Most of the questionnaire required no eotl;ln/s tin! tlnt.’i. i.--; 
:tly from precoded boxes. However, the vaitlonit ,jol) 'I'-.: rv ; 
;ions used the Bureau’s standard occupation and ;lnihi.“. t f.v ' 
jsed with the monthly GPS. Codes for the other "ojioii ? ■ 

developed in conjunction with Ohio Gtato from ta.lllo;; o' ■, o 
)erceht subsamples of the returns. 

The consistency edits for the questionnaire wore coiap 1>-! «• i ■ 
iter. For the parts of the questionnaire which wore til ml !.'«.?■ 
i modified CPS edit was used. For nil other .onctlont} 
ihcy checks were performed. None of the edlk'i i.nclufhttl -''st i * 
Lne which was dependent on averages or random inforimd.,1 « us ■ 
;esj since such allocated data could not be cxpoctod 1.i» In* 
data from subsequent surveys. However, whero the aniswt^r » - 
;ion was obvious from others in the questionnaire, ml:::; In 

entered on the tape. For example, if item l6a (’’Ifavci y<,u p,..* 


2 Bee U.S, Bureau of the Census, Current Population 
es P-25, No. 352, Nov. 18, 1966, for a description o(.‘ j.h<* 
in preparing these independent population estimates . 



a degree since we talked to you last year?") was blank, but legitimate 
entries appeared in l6b, c,and d ("What degree was it?"; "In what field 
did you receive your degree?"; and "Why did you decide to continue your 
education after receiving this degree?") a "Yes" was inserted in l6a. 

In this case only if l6a was marked "Yes," could l6b, c^and d be filled; 
therefore, the assumption was made that either the key punch operator 
failed to punch the item or the interviewer failed to mark it. 

Further, some of the status codes which depend on the answers to a 
number of different items were completed using only partial information. 
The most obvious example is the current employment status of the respondent. 
That is, whether he was employed, unemployed, or not in the labor force. 
This is determined by the answers to a number of related questions . ^ How- 
ever, if one or more of these questions is not completed but the majority 
are filled and consistent, the status is determined on the basis of the 
available responses. This gives rise to an artificially low count of 
"KA's^' for certain items. 



APPEKDIX D 


SAMPLING VARIATION 


As in any survey based upon a sample, the data in this report are 
ect to sampline error, that is, variation attributable solely to the 

that they emerge from a sample rather than from a complete count 
he population. Because the probabilities of a given individual's 
aring in the sample are known, it is possible to estimate the 
ling error, at least roughly. For example, it is possible to specify 
nfidence interval" for each absolute figure or percentage, that is, 
range within which the true value of the figure is likely to fall, 
this purpose, the standard error of the statistic is generally used, 
standard error on either side of a given statistic provides the range 
alues which has a two-thirds probability of including the tiue value. 

. probability increases to about 95 percent if a range of two standard 
irs is used. 

tdard Errors of Percentages 

In the case of percentages, the size of the standard error depends 
only on the magnitude of the percentage, but also on the size of the 
3 on which the percentage is computed. 'Thus , the standard error of 
percent may be only 1 percentage point when the base is the total 
>er of white men, but as much as 8 or 9 percentage points when the 
2 is the total number of unemployed white men. Two tables of standard 
ors , one for whites and one for blacks, are shown below (Tables d -1 
D-S). 


The method of ascertaining the appropriate standard error of a 
centage^ may be illustrated by the following example. This sample 
resents approximately 5 >900 >000 white men who were 19 to l8 years 
in 1967. Our estimates Indicate that 50 percent of these men were 
the labor force at the time of the I966 interview. Entering the 
le for white men (D-1) with the base of 5 5000,000 and the percentage 
one finds the standard error to be 6,1 percentage points. Thus 
nces are two out of three that a complete enumeration would have 
ulted in a figure between 56.1 and 43.9 percent (50 + 6,1) and 19 
. of 20 that the figure would have been between 37.8 and 62.2 percent 

) + 12.2). 


1 Because the sample is not random, the conventional formula for 
3 standard error of a percentage cannot be used. The entries in the 
lies have been computed on the basis of a formula suggested by the 
ceau of the Census statisticians. They should be inteipreted as 
aviding an Indication of the order of magnitude of the standard error, 
bher than a precise standard error for any specific item. 
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Table D -1 


Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Whites 
(68 chances out of 100 ) 


Base of percentage 
(thousands) 

Estimated percentage 

1 or 99 

5 or 95 

10 or 90 

20 or 80 

50 

100 

2.8 

6.0 

8.3 

11.1 


200 

1.9 

4.2 

5.8 

7.8 


350 

1.5 

3.2 

4.4 

5.9 


500 

1.2 

2.7 

3.7 

4.9 


1,000 

0.9 

1.9 

2.6 

3.5 

'f .3 

5,000 

0.4 

0.8 

1.2 

1.5 


lif,o46 

0.2 

0.5 

0.7 

0.9 

HH 


Table D -2 Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Blacks 

(68 chances out of 100 ) 


Base of percentage 
(thousands) 

Estimated percentage 

1 or 99 

5 or 95 

10 or 90 

... - 

20 or 80 

50 

25 

3.3 

7.3 

10.0 

13.3 

16. V 

50 

2.3 

5.1 

7.1 

9.4 

11.0 

100 

1.6 

3.6 

5.0 

6*6 

8.3 

200 

1.2 

2.5 

3.5 

4.7 

5.6 

750 

0.6 

1.3 

1.8 

2.4 

3.0 

1,400 

0.4 

1.0 

1.3 

1.8 

2.2 

2 , 04 l 1 

1 

0.4 

0.8 

1.1 

1.5 

X 1 9 
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j frequently center on the question whether oDservea ux.Li.c^ cn^.co 0.^1 
; centages are "real," or whether they result simply from, sampling variation. 

If, for example, one finds on the basis of the survey that 3-3 percent of 
I the whites, as compared with 7 percent of the blacks, are unable to work, 
the question arises whether this difference actually prevails in the 
population or whether it might have been produced by sampling variation. 

The answer to this question, expressed in terms of probabilities, depends 
On the standard error of the difference between the two percentages, which, 
in turn, is related to their magnitudes as well as to the size of the base 
of each. ^ Although a precise answer to the question would require extended 
calcu^tion, it is possible to construct charts that will indicate roughly, 
for different ranges of bases and different magnitudes of the percentages 
themselves, whether a given difference may he considered to be "significant," 
i.e., is sufficiently large that there is less than a 5 percent chance that 
it would have been produced by sampling variation alone. Such charts are 
shown below. 

The magnitude of the quotient produced by dividing the difference 
between any two percentages by the standard error of the difference 
determines whether that difference is significant. Since the standard 
error of the difference depends only on the size of the percentages and 
their bases, for differences centered around a given percentage it is 
possible to derive a function which relates significant differences to 
the size of the bases of the percentages. If a difference around the 
given percentage is specified, the function then identifies those bases 
which will produce a standard error small enough for the given difference 
to be significant. The graphs which follow show functions of this type; 
each curve Identifies combinations of bases that will make a given 
difference around a given percentage significant. For all combinations 
of bases on or to the northeast of a given curve, the given difference 
is the xnaximum difference necessary for significance. 

Thus , to determine whether the difference between two percentages 
is significant, first locate the appropriate graph by selecting the one 
labeled with the percentage closest to the midpoint between the two per- 
centages In question, VJhen this percentage is under 50> "bh® base of the 
larger percentage should be read on the horizontal axis of the chart and^ 
the base of the smaller percentage on the vertical axis. When the midpoint 
between bhe two percentages is greater than 50 , "bhe two axes are to be 
reversed. (When the midpoint is exactly 50 percent, either axis may be 
used for either base.) The two coordinates identify a point on the 
graph . The relation between this point and the curves indicates the order 
of magnitude required for a difference between the two percentages to be 
statistically significant at the 5 percent confidence level. 

2 The point made in footnote 1 is equally relevant here. The graphs 
should be interpreted as providing only a rough (and probably conservative) 
estimate of the difference required for significance. 
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All this may he illustrated, as follows. Suppose in the case of 
the whites the question is whether the difference between 27 percent (on 
a base of 6,000,000)3 and 33 percent (on a base of 5,000,000) is 
significant. Since the percentages center on 30 percent, Figure 4 should 
be used. Entering the vertical axis of this graph with 6,000,000 and the 
horizontal axis with 5,000,000 provides a coordinate which lies to the 
northeast of the curve showing combinations of bases for which a difference 
of 5 percent is significant. Thus the 6 percentage point difference 
(between 2? and 33 percent) is significant. 

As an example of testing for the significance of a difference betwoai 
the two color groups, consider the following. The data in our study show 
that for young men in the age cohort 21 to 25, 96 percent of the blacks 
(on a base of 64l,000) and 92 percent of the whites (on a base of 4,66^000) 
are in the labor force. To determine whether this intercolor difference 
is statistically significant, Figure 1 is used because the midpoint (94 
percent) between the two percentages is closer to 95 than 90.^ Entering 
this graph at 64l,000 on the vertical axis for blacks (calibrated on the 
right hand side of the figure) and at 4,666,000 on the horizontal axis 
for whites provides a coordinate which lies to the northeast of thp 4 
percent curve. Thus, the 4 percentage point difference in labor force 
participation rate is significant. 


3 Each of the curves in the graphs of this appendix illustrates a 
functional relationship between bases expressed in terms of actual 
sample cases. For convenience, however, the axes of the graphs are 
labeled in teims of blown up estimates which simply reflect numbers of 
sample cases multiplied by a weighting factor. 

4 If both percentages are less (greater) than 50 and the midpoint 
between the two percentages is less (greater) than the percentage for 
which the curves were constructed, the actual differences necessary for 
significance will be slightly less than those shown on the curve, The 
required differences shown on the curves understate the actual differences 
necessary for significance when both percentages are less (greater) than 
50 and the midpoint is greater (less) than the percentage for which the 
curves were constructed. 



BLACKS (thousands) 



205 ? 

1711 

1368 

1026 

684 

342 


WHITES (thousands) 
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slacks (thousands) 


BUCKS (thousands) 
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Figure 2 

For Percentages Around 10 or yo 


Wl lITItr* 1 1 h ou D,»n<i (I ) 


BLACKS (thousands) 


15165 

12325 

uaBLf 

10344 

5404 

3463 

7523 

■6532 

5642 

4702 

3761 

2&21 

laao 

940 



WHITES ( thousands ) 


BLACKS ( thousands j 





WHITES (thousands) 



BLAG KS ( thousands ) 

684 1026 1?68 17II 20^3 



WHITES (thousands) 


BLAC KS < ^ 


WHirnr. 


BLAOKS (thousan<is) 


131 63 

\2ZZ^ 

31264 

10344 

5-4 Oip 

S 4 d 3 

7523 

65^2 

5642 

4702 

3761 

2521 

1830 

940 



WHITES ( thousands ) 


2055 


1711 


13 
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APPEMDIX E 


1966 IIWERVIEW SCHEDULE 

1967 INTERVIEW SCHEDULE 
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FORM LCT-201 
i9>a fioi 


u.s. department of commerce 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 


NATIONAL LONGITUDINAL SURVEYS 

SURVEY OF WORK EXPERIENCE 
OF MALES 14-24 


Dudfiei Bureau Mo» 4l-K23i2, Approval Expires Sepnemb^r 


NOTICE ^ Your report lo the Census [Bureau is confidcntini by h 
(Title 13 U.S. Code). Il may be seen only by srvorn Census employer 
and may be used only ior statistical purposes, 





1 [11] Temporarily absenl 

2 No one home 

3 □ fle/used 


HONfNTERVI£W REASON 


4 □ Ollier - Specify 


TRAHSCRIPTIOH FROM HOUSSHOLD ASCORD CARO 


Item 2 — Identificcition code Item 15 — Age Item 22 ■ 


Item 13 - Marital status 
t Mamed spouse present 

2 Married spouse absent 

3 im Widowed 
^ CD Divorced 

5 Separated 

6 QU Never married 


Item 16 - Race 
f 03 Wiite 

2 0Neg«> 

3 (311 Other 


1 33 Owned or being bought 

2 (33 ^^ented 

3 j j No cash rent 

Items 23-25 — Lo 

I □ A 4 

3|33C 


ff respondent has moved, enter new address 
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3. Sincfr you tuirned l4, wor^ you over out o^ 
school foi- on eotirr school y«or? 


o Cl nespondent is 14 - SKIP to Check liem A 
* 1 Cl Ve» - S/CIP to 8 

X O No - SKIP to Cheek hem A 


4. What £s the hlghon year of regular school 
you hove completcl’ 


5. How old were you when you lost ottended regular school? 



0 Cl Completed 4 or more years of college 

1 Cl *^0 work 

2 Cl Couldn't afford, college 

3 Cl Caclt of ability 


^ Why would you soy you decided to end your ^ CJ o a i y 

education of that lime? 4 Cl Dislilced aschool 

5 Cl MiHlory service 

6 Cl No particular reason 

7 Cl Otlier - Specify 


7 Between the time you turned 14 and—, 

(age mentioned in t)i were you ever out of school 
■for an entire school ycor or more? 


1 Cl Yes ^ Ask 8 


X Cl Nn - ^kiP 10 

Check Hem i 



Why were you out of school at that time^ 


10. Why did you return to school? * , 


CHECK ^ Cl Knrolled in school or a college graduate (Q. I or 4) — SKIP ta /7, poge 5 

ITEM A \ I All others - Ask Ua 


\ lo. Considering oil the experience you have had in working 

or looking for fobs since leaving school, do you feel thot i Cl Yes 

not having more education has hurt you in ony woy? .... 


a Cl No 


b. Why do you feel this way? 


llf“‘Yes’')" UfNo”) 

, I 2 Con’l get *s good a job s Have a good job 

^ . . vi. 7aW»»W"’'bemaking 

2 C3 nifficall to gel a job >--> 

Q Other - Specify CD - Spenf) 


ISo. II you could, would you like to gel more I Ves — Ask ft * CD No - SKIP to I3a 

educotion pr troiniriga — * ^ 

1 Cl Technical (vocational) training — Specify type 


b. What kind of courses or training would you 
like to toke? . » 


c. Do you expect that you actually will get this 
education or training? « « * 


2 Cl Complete high school 

3 Cl Co to college 

4 Cl OlUev - Specify ^ 

1 I Yes ♦ a o • • • When?_ — 
zdNo Why not?. 

3 Cl Don^l know 





[ A, EDUCATION AND TRAINING - Continued 

Ua AiiJa from ragular school, Jrd you ovor take o program 
in a busittess college or technical institute such os 
drafting, electronics training, etc.? - . 

1 Yea -- /(sA h 2 No *- SKIP to Ha 



c. What type of trotning did you take? . 

Montlm 

d How long did this trolning lost? ,^tfr**‘<***<<** 

e. How many hours per week did you 

spend on this trolning? 

' SC310-H SC'I ao uciii.irr 

2(135-9 4 □15-19 

1 n Yes ^ SKIP to h 

2QNo ^Askg 

3 Still going on SKIP to 1 4a 

f. Did you finish or complete the program? . . 

h Do you uso this training on your present (last) job? , , , , 

iClYes 2nNo 3 1: J Never «.,rkcJ 

|14a Aside from regular school, did you ever toko a 
fu//*fime pfogrom fasting six weeks or more at 

0 compony tromrng school? , , 

' n Ves 2 □ No - SKIP to ISn 

b What type of training did you take? r t r t 

c. How long did this training lost? 

Months 

d. How many hours per week did you spend 
on this troinina? . 

1 □ 1-4 3 □ 10-14 a 1 .'] Wl "r Iii ’r.- 

2 □ 5-9 4 n 15-19 1 

e. Did you finish or complete this program? 

1 elites - SKIP to g 
znNo ^As/cf 

3 □ Still going on -- SKIP to ISa 

f- Why didn't you complete the proaram? 

g. Dp you use this training on yoor present (last) job? . , , , 

sC^No 3 Mover work I'li 

I ■ *’■ tilt*. “’•‘O oppr«nller~ 

1 (MOT t«chnlcii/ training 

1 (NOT counting on-t)i«.f«b training givtn informally)? .... 

J l>. Wiy did you dtelda to get mor. trolning? 

1 C3 Yos - /(sA A 2 □ No - SKIP to lOn 

1 Co Whot type of training did you take? . 

' Sno did ihit training loit? ... 

' Week did you spend 

f. Did you (inlih or compUto this proaram? 

g. Why didn't you compUto tho ptoaton? 

Adontfis 

' CD 1-4 a □ 10-14 s CD 20 or mure 

2 0 5-9 4 CD 15-19 

1 □ Yes ^ SKIP toh 

^ tZ] No /I^A g 

^ O Still going on - SKIP to l6o 

h . Do you A,, r. 

' CD Yes 2 (ZD No- 3| I Never tvo^rked 


uso 


A. EDUCATION AND TRAINING - Confinued 


S(niCe you stopped going to school <oll time, hove you ] a t k 

taken any odaitionol general courses tn o regulor school, ^ LJ " 

such os English, math or science? 


X O No - SKiP 10 17 


h. Why did you decide to get more education? 

c. What type of course did you take? 

d. How long did this course iast^ 

e. How many hours per week did you spend 


, □ 1-4 3 0 10-14 

2 □ 5-9 4 □ 15~19 

5 □ 20 or more 

1 Q Yes - S/C/f* fo A 


2 □ No - Ask g 

3 □) Still going on — SKfP to 17 



g. Why didn't you complete the program? 


2iI]No 


h. Do you use this education on your present (last) job? * t « ' CIl 2 iZJ 


I □Yes -Which bronch? 


3 □! Never worked 


X □ No - SKIP 10 22a 


17. Hove you ever served In the U.S. Armed Forces? 


Id. How did you enter the Armed Forces? . 


e, Whot military occupation did you have 
for the longest time? . « . . 


f* Were you on officer or enlisted mon at that time? 


1 Q Navy 
2 1 I Army 

Air Foxce 

4 □ Marines 

5 I i Coast Guard 

1 □ Drafted 

2 □Enlisted as a regular 

3 □ Entered through OCS, ROTC, Service Academy 

4 □ Other - Spec t/y_ 


How mony months were you on active 
duty in the Armed Forces? 


2u. How old were you when you were 

sepo rated from active service? 


2]cf. Other than basic training, what kinds of training did you 
receive while you were in the Armed Farces? 

fif more lhan 2, enter those 2 the respondent feels 
were most importanl*) 

(Ask 6— d (or both kinds of training) 

b. Did yqu finish or complete this program? 


0 (□ None — SfC/P to e 


'□Yes 

aQNc 

i 1. Months, 


c. How long did this training last? 

'Id Yes 

d. Do you use this training on your present (last) job? . . • * 2 □No 


lOYes 
20 No 


Z Mon ills. 


3 □ Never ^ ^ ^ L 


!□ Yes 
aONo 

3 □] Never w<nlcea^ 


\ □Commissioned or 
Warrant Officer 


2 □) Enlisted man 


fSKfP to 23) 


22a. Hove you ever 


r-n V . 2 □ No - SKfP to Section B 

tried to enter Active Military Service? lOYes- 


h. Why were you not accepted? 


t □ Turned down without being examined of tested 

2 □ Failed both physical and written teat 

3 j — ] Foiled physical examination 

4 □Failed wriUen lost 

5 □ Not accepted for other reaaona 
e □ Don't know reason 
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B, HIGH SCHOOL EXPERIENCE 


2^5 WKttt U notnt ftl fh* high school 
jroy ctr«rtd{lott aHtniils^)t 


b Whot IS this high schooPs o<)dr«ss? 


c If this school public or private? * 

d In y«ari hove you been (were you) enrolled there?, . 

*. Arc(w«r«) you enrolled In o vocational curriculum, 

0 Commercial curriculum, college preporotory or a 
general curriculum (during your lost year In Mgb icbool)?. 


X Never nUejtdfcd high school ^SKIP /o Section E, /iJ 


Street 

City 

j County 

State 

\ Zti> cacic 


1 Q Public 

2[Z]l*rivnto 

From ^ _ 

iTo 1 




\ ( I Vocational 
z rrn Commcicval 

3 CD College preparatory 
A I I General 


What dl4 you speclallxe {are you 
speclolixlng} fn7 


' C»iCX 
i HEMS 


t CH Rcspotideni has completed one or more yenra of college (Q. 2 or <i) — to Section C 
^C3 Rtspandenl haa completed leas than one year ol high school - SKIP to Section fl 

2 D others - 24a 


2Xa. What high school subject did you en|oy 
(hove you enjoyed) the most? 


bv IS fh# moin reoson you enjoyed 
(hove enjoyed) . . ♦? . 


oCD ^ SKIP to 2 So 


t C3 Interested in it 

2 Find it easy 

3 Do well in it 

^ C Prepares (or future job or career 
® CZt fmporltinl for non^vocntionril rcnsotia 
6 Q Other ^ Specify 


|25o. Wbot high school subject did you dislike 
[ (hove you disliked) the most? 


h. What Is the main reason you disliked 
(hove disliked) . , 


In your lost lull yeor m high school; 

^* 0 , How mony hours per week, on the overoge. 
Old you spend doing your homework? . , , . , 


0 □ None - SKIP to 26a 

1 CZ! Dirficult; hard work 4 [ZJ Coring 

z (Zi ft Cl vinste of time s | | Olhor — Slfect/y 

3 (Zi Do poorly in it 


0 (Z) None 
'□1-4 


t. Wlieit illd you noraidJIy do most «| y,„, homework? 

' *»'♦ '.h*'* on; eondlllon* of this piece which 
mode It herd for you to study? 

d. Whot were these conditions? , , , . , 


4 □111*. 19 

^ □ 10-'14 B (□ 20 or nmrc 

^ Q OiJior — Spoef/y 


Old you loko potl In any oxlw-cutrlcular 
wnvilio. 01 .cheol, tuch 01, iperti, 
dromollci, pufclieationi, muilc, or cfuh»? 


' □ School library or 
study hall 

2 CZ At homo — 

ajn At friend* s home 

' □ Yes - Ask d 2C:3 No SKiP to c 

' C3 Noise (distractions) 

2 □ Lacks neceaaory facilities (desk, room, ole,) 

^ IZ3 Other -- Specify 


9 - XlMf WU, your la»o,n, ontro-currlcul.r netlvily? 


' □ Yes ~ Ask f 

2 dJ No - sm to 27 

iaj-4 

3 CZ 10-14 6 (Z) ^ or more 

2Q5~9 

«r~i 15-19 

' □ Sports 

^ CZJ Afasic 

2 □ Publications 

5 IZD Other clubs 

3 IZ) Hraniatics 

® tZJ Other - Specify 



27, Wliea you wef« not involved in high school Qctivlti«s 

Of wfiflf activity took up most oi your 2 T l Hobby 

oxSfO time during your lost full high school yuor? » . , . ] Heading; 

^ Did you (do you) - 

^ ^ Ilk* it v«ry moch^ 

3-, AH things considered, how do you (eel obout i , t lA^ 

ycm high tchool .xp.riene.? . *l-T , 

j[ 'Idutil.* H •eflitwl'ol'’ 

^f jdulik* il »♦»> F««ck? 

C. COLLEGE EXP ERIENCE 

CHECK * I [ Rcapondent has never allended college (Q. 2 of 1) — ihtP to Section D 
ITEM C I CHOlher - /Jsi 29o 


B. HIGH SCHOOL EXPERIENCE - C ontinued 

hTchTol oclivit.es I [-.] Non-achool related apo.ls * 9 olh e/l' .fr 

» # j—- 1 ft LI. « ^ 


23, All things considered, how do you (eel oboot 
your high school experience? 


29ci^ What are the names of all the colleges 
you have ottended? 

Name of colleee 


b. When were you ^ Where is this school located? 

enrolled tfiere^ p 

I P'rom i To -T — 


d. What degree did you receive? 

(ff more than one^ record the most recent) 


] Old nnt receive 1? 5 


e. In what (told did you receive your degree? , 


i. Why did you decide to maiof in (field of 
study mennoned in 29e)? 


g. What is (wos) the fuM-time tuition per yeor ot 

(most recent school given iri 29a)? 

Il, Did (do) you have a scholarship, fellowship, ossistonl- 
ship, or other type of financial oid while enrolled at 
(trtasl recent school given in 29a)? 


i. What kind? 


1 [Tllotercaied in it 

2 r 3 Do well in il 

3 Advised to do so 


l f j Ves - dsk * 

1 [; 1 Scholarship or f 

2 C’l A'lsistantship * 

3 1 J l/>an 

4 rj Other — 5pc 


n n Good job P 
5 C3 ^tber - tip 


j. How much was it? 


Sc. Why did you decide to continue your 
ediicallon bayond high school? * < • < 


o I 1 Respondent has not completed one ye 
ITEM 0 1 □ Other -- Ask 30a 


30aa What field of study In college did you enioy 
(Hove you enloyed) ibe most? , , - 


I [ H College - 
2lJ Collegr 


specify „ 


- 3 C wnj. 


b* What is the main reason you enjoyed 
(Hove enjoyed) . , » ? ♦ * • 


37 WKat you aoing most at LAST 

WEEK^ 


f working 
1 going to school 
or somothing else? 


* □ ~ forking - SKIP to 3Bh^ 

2 Q J - With a job but not at work 

3 CD ^ Looking for work 

4 CD S - Going to school 

5 CD ^ Unable to work -* 

SKIP to 4la, pagf II 

^CDOT -Other - Specify 


E. CURRENT LABOR FORCE STATUS 


T 36a. Dicf you do orty work of all LAST | 
V^EEK, not counting work oround 
tho house? I 

1 □ Yes 2 CD No -- SKIP to 39a 

.b. How many hours did you 
/ work LAST WEEK at all 

fobs? 


38c. Oo you USUALLY work 35 kour*'^ 

' or more a week ot this |ob? 

1 CD - d. What IS the reason 

yog worked less than 
35 hours LAST WEEK? 

2 CD No - e« Whot Is the reason 

you USUALLY work 
less than 35 hours 
0 Week? 


(Mark the appropriate reason) 

^ ' CD Slack work 
CD Material shortage 
CD Plaal or machine repair 
CD New job started during week 

05 CD Job teiminated during week 

06 CD Could find only part>time work 

07 CD Labor dispute 

00 CD Did not want full-time work 

CD Full-time work week under 
35 hours 

^0 CD Attends school 
^ ^ CD Holiday (legal or religious) 

12 CD Had weather 
CD Own illness 
*^CD^a vacation 

*5 CD T'oo busy with housework, 
personal business, etc. 

1 6 CD Other - 5peci/y 


CHECK ITEM H 

Respondent worked — 

1 CD hours or more — SKIP to 

42a on page 1 1 and enter 
job worked at last week 

2 CD 1-34 hours - Ask c— e 
y/d CD 35-48 hours - Ask 

L Did you lose any time or take any 
time of# from work LAST WEEK 
for any reoson such os illness, 
holiday, or slock work? 

* CD Tes — How mony hours 

did you take off? 

2 CDN 0 

NOTE: Correct item 38h if lost time 
not alreadv deducted; if item 38l> 

IS reducea below 35 houts^ ash 
items 3flc-e, othenoise skip to 42a. 

g. Did you work any overtime or 
extra hours LAST WEEK? 

' CD *' How mony extra 
hours did you 
work? 

2 CD No 

NOTE: Correct item 38b if extra 
hours not already included and 
skip to 42o. 

h. Did you work at more than one job 
or for more thon one employer 
LAST WEEK? 

1 CD Yes 2 CD No 
NOTE: Find out whether hours 
on extra jobs were included in 
item 38b; if nol^correct. 

(SKIP to 42a) 

NOTES 


(If ‘7" in 37, skip to 39h} 

390. Even though you did not work 
/ LAST WEEK< do you have o job 
(or business}? 

1 CD Yes - Ask h 
xCD No ^ SKIP to 40o 

b. Why wore you obsent from work 
LAST WEEK? 

1 CD (^wn i( jnesH 

2 CD vacation 

3 CD wcntlicr 

4 CD ilispulo 

B CD New joh to licpln 

within no dtiyn — Ask 40v(2) 


6 CD 'rompornry layoff " 

(Inns tlifui 80 <layii] 

7 CD Indafinitc liiyoff 

(jnoro I him 80 driyn 
or no do finite 
rocnll diUo) 

0 CD School inlorforcd 

9 CD Other - Specify 


Ask 4(k{3} 


c. Are you getting wages or salary 
for any of tho time off LAST 
WEEK? 

t CD Yea 

2 CD No 

3 CD Solf-einploycd 

d. Do yog usuolly work 35 hotfs or 
more o week at this |ob? 

* CD Yes 2 1 I No 


(Go to 42fi and enter job held 
last week.) 


(If tnliy in 38ol or 38e, SKIP lo 42a 
On page I ] and enter fob worked 
at last week*) 
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E, CURRENT LABOR FORCE STATUS Continued 


(ff in Item 37, skip lo 40b) 

Have you been looking for work 
during ihe post 4 weeks? 


X □ No - SKiP to 41a 


WJiat have you been doing in the 
lost 4 weeks to find work? 

{Mark cll methods used, do not read Itsl) 

o[ID Checked with school employmcnl service 
(or counselor) 

1 [ I Checked wuh public employment ngency 

a i 1 Checked with private employment agency 

3 I I Checked directly with employer 

4 I I Placed or answered ads 

5 LJ Checked with friends or relatives 

6 CD Other — Specify! For example, MDTA, union, 

or professional register, etc. 


CD Nothing - SKIP to 4Ia 


41a. Whan did you last work ot o regular lull* or part-ttina 
job or business losting two consocufivo weeks or more? 

^ C]] Never worked at all ^ 

xCD Never worked 2 weeks or more J 

1 CD Before 1961 

2 CD or later_ 

fWonlti and yt^) 

b* Why did you leave that job? 

* CD Personal, family reasons 

2 CD Benlth reasons 

3 CD School 

^ CD SEASONAL job completed 

5 CD Slack work or buamesB conditions 

6 CD TEMPORARY nonseasonal joh completed 

7 CD Unsatisfactory work orrangemcnit (hours, pay, etc.) 

a CD Other - 5peci/y 

(SKIP to 45a) 

42a. For whom dtJ you work? (Name of company, 
organization, or other employer) 

b. Where is * . . located? 


(1) How mony weeks hove you been looking for work? 

(2) How many weeks ago did you start looking for a job? 

(3) How many weeks ago were you laid off? 

Number of weeka 

Have you been looking for full- or part-timework? 

1 CD l^wll time 2 CD 


Is there any reoson why you could not take a job 

LAST WEEK? 

^ CD — Check reason 

1 CD Needed al home 

2 CD Temporary illness 

3 CD School 

4 CD Uth er — Specify 

2 CD No 


When did you last work at a full- or part-time (ob 
or business lasting two consecutive weeks or mere? 


c. What kind of work were you doing? <For example: 
civil engineer, stock clerk, lypiat, former, etc.) 


d. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: 
TV and radio manufacturers, retail shoe store, 

State Labor Department, farm, etc.) 


e. Were you - 

1 CD P '*• on employee of PRIVATE compony, 

business, or individual for woges, 
salary, or commission? 

2 CD G - 0 GOVERNMENT employee 

(Federal, Stote, county, or local)? 
a CD 0. " self-employed In OWH business, 
Ny professional practice, or farm? 

^is this business incorporated? 

CD Yes CDNc 

4 CD WP - Working WITHOUT PAY In 
family business or farm? 

f. How much do (did) you usually earn at this job 
before deductions? 


SKIP to 
43a 


1 CH 1961 or later 1 gj^p ^2a and 

Month Year >en(er Iasi fob 

2 CD Before 1961 

3 CD Never worked 2 weeks or more ^ Section //, 

A CD Never worked at all J 


■ page } 7 


(ff amount given per IIOVH, record dollars and cents! 
otherwise round to t he nearest doliar) 

43a. How did you find out obout this job? 

0 CD School employment service {or coujiaelor) 

1 CD Public employment agency 

2 CD Private employment ngency 

3 CD Employer 

4 CD Newspaper ads 

5 CD Frienda or relatives 

6 CD Other — 5pfic*/y 

b. Whan did yog ilart working ol thti job or bgi lno«i? 

or (if 1966) 

<raaO fMonlliJ 
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ITEMI 

2| 1 Respondent is in Labor Force Group A and entry in 43b is October 1965 
or later — SKIP to 44c 

X CD All others — SKIP to Section F 

44o, Kovo you ever done ony other kind of 

work for (name of employer io 42a)? 

' □ Vbb - /Isi 4 2 □ No - SKIP la f 

h. Whot kind of work were you doing a year 




(SKIP to g) 

c. Were you working a yeor ago ot this time? , , . ! 

1 a Yes _ /(i4 rf X □ No - SKfPto Section t 


For wKom did you work Hieo? 


e. Whot kind of business was this? , , * 


f» What kind of work were you doing? , , , 


g» Would you say that the work you are doing now requiries 
more skill than the work you were doing a year ogo? , ♦ . 

h. Would you soy that you have more responsibility 
in the work you are doing now than in the work 
you were doing a year ago? , ^ , 

1 □ More 2 □ Less 3 O The sniiie nuioiinl 

1 CD More 2 CD Less 3 QD 'i'lic flnme nmaunl j 

(SKIP to Section F) 

45a. Do you intend to look for work of any kind 

In the next 12 months? 

1 CD Yes ~ definitely \ . 

2 □Yes- probably 

3 C 1 Maybe, it depends nn — Whntf . 

be When do you Intend to start looking for work? e * . . 

^ (SKIP to 46} 

^CDNo ^ 

sCDDon^t 

c. What kind of work do you think you will look for? 

Month _ 

d. What will you do to find work? . . 

® CD (>bock with school eniployrneiit service (or counsolor) 

1 CD Check with public eniploymcri agency 

2CD ^^beck with private employment ngorcy 

3 CD Check directly with employer 

4 CD Pt«ce OP answer newspiipcr ncls 
s CD Check with friends or relatives 

6 1 1 Other — Specify 

46. Why would you say that you ore not 
looking for work ot this time? . . . 

^ CD School 

2 CD Personal, family 
^ CD Health reasons 

^ CD 'i^aiting to bo called into military service 

5 CD Believes no work available 

6 CD Does not want to work at this time of yenr 
^ CD Other or no reason 

THIsTRpVd*'*’' 

rnlo ARcA^ do you think you would take It? 

1 CD Yes 

2 CD It depends ~ On what? 

b. How many houri per week would you be willing to work? 

c. What kind of work would It hove to he? 

ariNo- Whvnot?. (SKIP to 

bQsI-S ’□49 or more 

3 □15-24 bQ 41-48 

oge or solory have to be? ^ 

^ — ^Per 

ndenl bus never worked (Q. 40f or 41n) - SK/P to See/fon //, page 17 

ond complete 42a~m for most recent job 



CHfCK 

iimK 


to :yeciion page id 

\ 1^ Not enrolled in school — Go to part 2' 


2 □ Labor Force Group B (“LK” in 37 or ‘'Yes" 
in 40a) - SKW to 57a 

^ i -II olhers - SKIP to Section page 15 


48. How do you feel about the job you hove now? , 


49<i. Whflt are the things you like best about your iob? 

(Try to ohtain THREE things) 


b. What are the things about your job 
that you don't like so well? . * . . < 

(Try to obtain THREE things) 


Do you «- 

1 I 1 like It very much? 

2 □ like It fairly well? 

3 \ I dislike It somewhat? 

4 dislike It very much? 



50. Suppose someone IN THIS AREA offered you o 
job in the some line of work you're in now. What 
would the woge or salary hove to be for you to be 
willing to take It? 


8 per 

0 P] I Wouldn't take it at 


any conceivable pay 

Be upon dent’s comments 


51. What If this iob were in SOME OTHER PART OF 
THE COUNTRY. What would the woge or salary 
have to be for you to be willing to toke It? . . . . 


f ))er 1 

0 p] I wouldn't take it at 

nt1\r A 1 1 rA n 1 A Vlftlf 


ulijr Cuki r^y 

Reap OH dent' 8 commcnta 


CHECK xQ **0“ chocked In 42e - SKIP to Section G, page 
ITfeMU I □ Other 52 

t r I Return to school; get training ^sk 55a- 
2 C~| Take another job I know about - S4a 

CO tt £ -*i 3 PH Go into business - 55o 

to lose YOUR PRESENT JOB TOMORROW, ^ _ . ... r 

what would you do? s PH Enter Armed Forces — SKIP to S » 

6 CH Other - Specify 


page 15 


53a. What kind of courses or training would you take? 

b. Where would you enroll for such schooling? 


c. How Would you finance this schooling? 


421-133 0 -71-8 










F. ATTITUDES TOWARD WORK - Conlinued ] 



b. Who) kind of business or Industry wouid this be? 

c. What kind of work do you tbink you would be doing? * • . 

d. In what city (or county} and State would 

City or county 

State 


1 (SKIP to Section G) \ 

What kind of business? 

in whot city (or county) and State would it be located? . . 

City or county 

State 

(SKIP to Section G) 

What kind of work would you took for? 

How would you go obout looking for this kind of work? , . 

Are there any porticulor companies in this area 

where you would apply? (hst names) 

0 1 1 Check with school employment service (or counaolor) 

1 □ Check with public employment agency 

2 □ Check with private employment agency 

3 Check directly with employer 

4 □ Place or answer newspaper nda 

5 □ Check with friends and relatives 

6 1 1 Ollier “ Specify 


i 


^dl None - SKIP to Section G 

Number of coinpnnics 




Why do you mention these porticulor companies? 


(SKIP to Section G) 

FOR UNEMPLOYED RESPONDENTS (Labor Force Group B in Check Item K) 

l^fhat type of work are you looklna for? 

What would the wage or salary hove 
to be for you to take it? 

S ... per 

Ai far as you ore concerned, ore there any restrictions 

30 where the job should be located? 

restrictions? 

iQYes-ziiArf zCJNo -SKIP lo Section 0 



•mg Jjection F was another person present? 


[ i No — Go to Section G 


^fluence<j the rospondent's answers? 

TNo 






G. PREVIOUS WORK EXPERIENCE 


i8a. In how many diHerent week* did you work otther 

foil* Of part-time in the last 12 monthi, (not counting 
work around the house)? Count any week where you 

did any work ot all. . . . 

(Include paid uarations and paid sick leave.) 


b During the weeks that you worked in the lost 12 months, 
how many hours per week did you usually work? 


O CD ^ 5Atp to 61a 


1 Cl 

zCl 5-U 
3 CJ 15^24 


^ □ 25-34 

5 □ 35-40 

6 □ 41-48 


7 d 49 or raoTe 


CHECK ’ I ' '^2 weeks in 58a - Ask 59a 

ITEM M 2 I ] 1-51 weeks, in 5fl» - ^KIP to 59h 


t C3 Yes — How many weeks? 

9a. Did you lose any lull weeks of work In the lost 12 months (Adfust item 5da and skip to 60) 

because you were on layoff from a job or lost o job? .... ^ _ SKIP to 61 


b You say you worked (entry in 58a) weeks in the last 
12 months, in any of the remaining (52 weeks minus 
entry in 5811 ) weeks were you looking for work or on 
layoff from a job? 


0» Were all of these weeks (n one stretch? 


to. Even though you did not work In the lost 12 months, 
did you spend any time trying to find work or on 
layoff from a job? * 

b. How many different weeks were you looking for work 
or on layoff from a job? 


* CD Yes — How many weeks? ^ 
2 CD No - SKIP to 62 

1 CD Yes. n 

2 CD No. 2 KsKJP IC 6lc 

3 Cl No. 3t J 

t CD Yes - Ash b 


2 CD No - SKIP to Check Item A 


c. Whot did you do to try to find work? 


0 CD Checked with school cmploymcnl service (or counselor) 

1 with public employment Agency 

2 CD Checked with privnlc employment agency 

3 CD CliDcked directly with employer 

4 CD f^lftcccl or answered newspaper ads 
s CD Checked with friends and relatives 

6 CD C tiler - Specify 


CHECK r"J All weeks of the last 12 months are nccoiinied for — SKIP to 63 
ITEM N 1 Cl Other - /1 5^62 


2. Now let me see. During the lost 12 months there 
were obout (52 weeks minun entries in items 5fia, 
59a, 591), or 61b) weeks that you were not working 
or looking for work. What would you soy was the 
main reason thot you were not looking for work 
during these weeks? . . 


1 CD Ridn^l wnnt to work 

2 CD H) Of disabled and unable to work 

3 CD school 

4 CD Couldn't find work 

5 CD Other - Specify, 


3. (if **0** in 42e) Did you work for anyone (else) for 

wages or salary In the posj 12 months? 

4. In the last 12 months, for how many different 


i CD Yes - Ask 64 

Number of employers 


2 CD No - SKIP to 65a 


employers did you work? I oCD not ' 


irk in last 12 months 


xCD nespondent never attend cd a full year of bigli school 
i 5 a. During your last full yeor In high school, did you hold SKIP to Check Item O 

o full' or porl'time job that lasted two weeks or more? . • . 1 CD Yes 

2 CD No - SKIP to Chech Item 0 

b. For whom did you work? 


c. What kind of work did you do? ^Spccf*/y hind of tuork), . . 


d. What kind of business or industry Is that? 


oCD 'Jab ia same as Job reported in 42a — /d.'sA A—/ only 


e. Where is (was) this job located? 
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G. PREVIOUS WORK EXPERIENCE - Confinuod 

6SL Wow vftu ftnrf tilii . . . . . 

0 [_j School omphiymoru nmvirtj (or vounmMt^rl j 

t [3 P'»blic ompUytiicni n^pncy 

2 C3 f^rivnlo ompfnymonl ngoricy 

3 n Employer 

^ Cri Newtipaper ndn 

5 [ 1 Holntivon or frio/itla 

6 p7] Other Specify 


How many hours por woeh did you usuaUy work? • . . < > . , 

A| jr.-aj ;( 1 fj ..r „„„r " 

,2C.I-'>-i'» Si 

» Cl 15-24 tt( 

Yriir 

1 1 1 Yo« - /JuA' / 2| |Nii .. (.« (./lui A 

1 [_ . 1 Nol cnoiigli timn (ur iioiiiiiit wi.rls 

2(. ll.Ulu lllllirN 

3 HJ Olhor - t'finrify 

1. Wh«n did you STOP working a^ this job? f . » . , . > « , v v . 

Why did you leave thi* [ob? 

St. Do you ^eel that this lob interfered with 

your school work In any woy? ^ , 

1. How did ft Interfere? . , 


CHECK xQ Respondent la enrolled m school i!n& yeor (Q. 1) - SKIP to Sec/ion // ~ 

tTSd 0 \ □ Reapondent is not enrolled in school this yonr - /id 60 a 

ue s look faock now to when you stopped going 1o school 
full time, ( d like to know about the- first lob at which 
you worked at feast a month. 

<54o. For whom did you work then? 

Job la flnmo «»: - v w, 

1 n Jtjh reporlnd In , > / , 

V. lJ«b reported in f>r>h J A ^ > 

TliTy^tr*" eminly* ' 

j 

0 f /J School uinpfoyinoitt aorvit VniiVrieli.pl 

* LJU^ubllc omployinnit ugency 

2 ( "i fMvuto oniploynimil a j^miry 

3 L J Employer . 

^ rjNownpnpor iuIh 
» f ") RolntivoH or frioiidn 

5( AOilm ^ SpecifY 

b. What kind of business or Industry wos thot? , 

e. Where was thot job located? 

J. How did you find tfiif iobf 


" arteVto wrTtISerei'’® 


®‘ YOU L EF?'fHIS JoT? 


h. when did you STOP working ot thot job? 

f- Why did you feove that job? . , 

■ - ;’\W 

fioTES L 
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H. KNOWLEDGE OF THE WORLD OF WORK 


67. I d llkfl your opinion about the kind of work that men in certain |obs usually do. For eoch occupation on th»s card (Show 
Flashcard 1) there are three descriptions of job duties. Will you please tell me which descrlptron you think best fits each 
job? Be sure to read all of the possible answers before you decide. 


A-l. HOSPITAL ORDERLY 

1 Helps to tuke care of hospital patients 

2 I i Orders food and other supplies for hospital kitchens 
3 1 I Works at hospital desk where patients check in 

^ { I Don’t know - SKIP to B~J 

B^L WACHINIST 

’ O adjustments on automobile, oirplanc, and 

tractor engines 

2 I I Repairs electrical equipment 

3 LZl Sets up and operates metal lathes, shapers, 

grinders, buffers, etc. 

4 0 Don’t know- SK/Pio C-i 

Cl. ACETYLENE WELDER 

' I I Builds wooden crates to hold tanks of acetylene gas 

2 1 1 Uses fi gas torch to cut metal or join pieces of 

metal together 

^ CJ Operates a machine that stitches the soles to the 
upper parts of shoes 
4 [3 Don’t know - SKIP to D-1 

D-l. STATIONARY ENGINEER 

\ 1^ Works at a desk, making drawings and solving 
cnginoernig problems 

2 mu Drives a locomotive that moves cars around m 

a freight yard 

3 Operates and mninlnins such equipment ns 
steam boilers and generators 

^ I I Don’t koQVf —SKIP to E~l 

E-1. STATISTICAL CLERK 

’ calculations with nn adding machine or 

a calculator 

^ Cl] Sells various kinds of office nmcliincs and 
office supplies 

3 Collects tickets at sports events and other 
types of entertainment 

^ dl Don’t know — SKIP to F-l 

F.l. FORK LIFT OPERATOR 

’ CD Operates n machine that makes a certain kind 
or agricultural tool 

^ \ 1 Operates a freight elevator in a warehouse or 

factory 

Drives an electrical or gas powered machine 
to move material in a warehouse or factory 

4 Don’t know — SKIP to G-i 

G-L ECONOMIST 

t LZ) Prepares menus in a hospital, hotel, or other 
such establishment 

z j I Does research on such matte»'s as general 
business conditions, unemployment, etc, 

3 ZZl Assists a chemist in developing chemical 

formulas 

4 dl Don’t know — SKIP to U~l 


A-2, How much regulor schooling do you think 
hospital orderlies usually have? 

1 Id Less than a high school diploma 

2 CD A high school diploma 

3 Some college 

4 I 1 College degree 

5 dl Don’t know 

B-2. Hew much regulor schooling do you think 
machinists usually havo? 

* d Less than a high school diploma 

2 ZD A high school diploma 

3 ZD) Some college 

4 ZD College degree 
s ZD Don’t know 

C-2. How much regular schooJing do you think 
acetylene welders usually hove? 

1 ZD Less than n high school diploma 

2 d A high school diploma 

3 ZD Some college 

4 ZD College degree 

6 d Don’t know 

D.2. How much regular schooling do you think 
stationary engineers usually have? 

1 ZD Less than a high school diploma 

2 ZD A high school diploma 

3 ZD Some college 

4 ZD College degree 

5 ZD Don’t know 

E-2. How much regulor schooling do you think 
statistical clerks usually have? 

1 ZD Lesa than a high school diploma 
Z ZD A high school diploma 

3 ZD Some college 

4 ZD College degree 

5 ZD Don’t know 

P-2. How much regular schooling do you think 
folk lift operotors usuolly have? 

j ZD Less than a high school diploma 

2 ZD A high school diploma 

3 I I Some college 

4 ZD College degree 
s d Don’t know 


G-2, Hovr much regular schooling do you think 
economists usually have? 

1 I I Lesa than a high school diploma 

2 ZD A high school diploma 

3 CD Some college 

4 I I College degree 
6 ZD Don’t know ' 





- ' ~ 

1. FUTURE JOB PLANS 

1 would like to talk to you about yovr tvlure 
job plons, ^hat kind of work would you like to 
be doing w^en you ore 30 yoars old^ 


xIZ] Same aa preaanl job 'll / 

0 C3 I^on't know f 

7 I- Why do you think you would like this type of work? 

t CD Like, enjoy, or intereated m itt satiafymg 

2 CU Feel work is important 

Ability Of talent in it 

[Z ] Economic characteristics fpayi hourj, security, etCp) 

5 \ 1 Other ^ Specify 

77, What do you think your chance^ are of octuolly 
getting info this type of work? 

Are they- 

73- Why do you think the chances ore not so good? 

* CU Poor grades 

2 [~^ Lack of education 

3 d) Lack of experience 

4 □ May change bjs mind fiiDt sure) 

yA- If you can't be a (type of work given tn 70)^ what type 

of work do you think you will he doing ot age 30? 


While answering Section I was another person present"^ 

Yes □ No - Co Section / 

jr 

Would you say this person influenced the respondent's answers? 
a Yes □ No 

J. HEALTH 

CHECK 
ITEM P 

1 Hespondenl is currently in school (O* 

2 \2Z\ Respondent is currently not in school — SKIP to 76 

5- Do you have ony health problems that limit 

in any woy your activity in school? 

X □ Yes - SKIP to 78a i | — | No - Ask 76 


X C3 Yes - SKIP 10 78a , Q No - -Js* 77 

7- Do you have any heolth problems that limit 

in ony way all, your other activities? 

1 CD Yes - ^si 78a 2 □ No - SKIP to 79a 

(/f tn any of 

Efca . How long hove you been limited in this way? 

b. In whflt Way ore you limited? 

Years 

i?a« Does your wife's heolth limit the amount or 

kind of work she con do? 

b. Poes your wife's health limit the amount or 

kind of housework she con do? . 

X □ Respondent not married — SKIP to Section K 

1 n Yes - SKIP to m 2 □ No - /IsA 

1 CH Yes - Ash aoa X C3 No - SKIP to Section K 

Of -Ye 
tea* How lor 

b. In what 

s** in 79a or b) 

9 has she been limited in this way? 

Years _ 

way is she limited? 


K. ASSETS 

check 
item q 

J<CI] Respondent is NOT head of household — SKfP io fldo 
\ [ \ Respondent is head of household w 8Ja 

In the 1 
frrsancii 

b- F fttm w 

c * How mu 

ast 12 months, did you (or your wife) receive 

3 ) assistonce from any of your relotlves? 

t □ Yea - Ask h-c 7 d No - SKIP to Check Item ft 

lom? 

ch did you receive? , , . . 

% 


13 ' 








K. ASSETS - Continued 


Tenure <HRC item 22) is: 


CHECK 
ITEM R 


I □ Owned or being bought - Ask 82a 
X □ Rented or no cash rent - SKIP 10 83a 


Is this house (apartment) owned or being 
bought by you (or your wHe)^ 

b About how much do you think this property 

would sell {or on today's market? 

c. About how much do you (or your wife) owe on this 
property lor mortgages, back taxes, home improve- 
ment loons, etc.? 


in Yes 


I 


X □ No - SKIP to 63 q 

« 

0 [33 None 


83a, Do you (or your wife) hove any money in savings 
or checking accounts, savings and loan companies, 
or credit unions? 

b Do you (or your wife) have ony - 

(1) U.S. Savings Bonds? 

(2) Stocks, bonds, or mutuol funds? , , , , 

84a, Do YOU (or your wife) rent, own, or have an investment 

in o farm, business^ or ony ether real estate^ 

b. Which one? 

c. About how much do you think this (business, form, 

or other real estote) would sell for on today's market? . . , 

d. What IS the fotol amount of debt end other liabilities 

on this (business, farm, or other real estate)? 


1 [33 Yes - How much oltogether? $ 

2 1 ] No — Co ro 6 

1 [3J Yes — Whot is their face value? $ 

2 [33 No ~ Co to (2) 

1 133 Yes — About how much is their market value? S 

2 (33 No — Go lo 84a 

1 □ Yes - Ask b-’d 2 □ No - SKIP to aSa 

* C 2 [33 Business 3 [3] Real eslnte 

$ 

$ 0(33 None 


85a, Do you (or your wife) own on automobile? ♦ . , | 1 |33 Yes ^ Ask A— c 


2 CD No - SKIP to 86 


b. What is the make ond model year? . , 
fif more than one, ask about newest) 


c. Do you owe on/ money on this automobile?. 


86. Do you (or your wife) owe any (other) money to stores, 
banks, doctors, or anyone else, excluding 30'day 


Model year Make 


1 33) Yes - How much altogether? $ 
2 133 No 


1 rn Yes — How much? $ 


charge accounts? | 2|33No 


L. INCOME 


Now I would like to ask a few questions about your 
income in the last 12 months. 


RESPONDEN'r 


87a, Hpw much did you (end your wife) receive from wages, g 

I salary, comimissions, or tips from oil jobs, before 

I deductions for faxes or onything else? . , , 0 [33 None 


b. Did you (and your wife) receive ony income from working 
on your own or In your own business or farm? 

S — -less S =— — 

(Gross income) (Expenses) 


c. Did you (or your wife) receive ony unemployment 
compensotjon? . . 


1 133 Ycfl ~ How much? 1 133 Ycj 

% $- 

2CjNo 2nNo 


WIFIC 

X CD NoL married 


0 C3 None 

1 C3 Yea “ How much? 


I [33 Yes^ 

(1) How many weeks? 


(2) How much? (2) How much 

i i 

2QNo zQNo 

1 CD Yes — How much? i CD Yea — How mi 

$ » 

2 CD No 2 CD No 

X CD ReapondeTiL(and wife) lives alone - SKIP to 88b 

t 133 All others — Ask 88a (If two or more RELATED respondents in householdf ask only once, 

and transcribe answers from the first lo (he other questionnaires,) 


d. Did you (or your wife) receive ony ether income, 
such as rental income, interest or dividends, 
income as o result of disability or illness, etc.? 


CHECK 
ITEM S 


1 CD Yesy 

(1) How many weeks? 

(2) How much? 

« 

2 CD No 

1 CD Yea — How much? 

$ 

2 CD No 
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L. INCOME - Continued 


880, In the post 12 months, what was the total income of 
ALL family members living here? (Show Flashcard 


2 ). 


1 n Under Si, 000 (A) 

2 n $1,000-S1,990 (B) 

3 Q 2,000- 2,999 (C) 

4 Q 3.000- 3.999 (D) 

5 n 4,000- 4.999 (E) 

6 □ 5.000- 5,999 (F) 


b. Did anyone In this family receive any welfare 
or public assistance in the last 12 months? » 


iQYes 


CHCCK 
ITEM T 


X Respondent lives with parents - SKIP to Section M 

1 Respondent does not live with parents - Ask 89a 


&9a, How many persons, not counting yourself (or your 
wife), ore dependent upon you for ot least one*half 
of their support? 


b 


Do any of these dependents live somewhere 
other than here at home with you? * . . . . 


l [33 Yea - Who are they? 

2C3No 


^□se.ooa-s 7,499(0 

8 □ 7,500- 9,999 (H) 

9 a 10,000- 14.999(1) 
\o\Z2 15,000- 24,999 (J) 
II □ 23,000 and o%er(K) 


zONo 


0 CD Section W 


While answering Sections K and L, was another person present? 

□ Yes □ No - Co to Section M 

Would^ou say this person influenced the respondent's answers? 

OYes nNo 


M, FAMILY BACKGROUND 


How I hove some questions on your family backgrounds 
90* Where were you born? 

91> For how long hove you been living in this area 

(city or county of CURRENT residence)? 

92, Where did you live before moving to (nome of city 

or county of CURRENT residence)? , . , 

93* Where did you live when you were 18? 

Mow Td like to ask obout your parents. 

94. Are your mother and father living? 


inu.s. 


2 □ Outside U,S. 


City 


County 


State 


Country 


1 □ Less than 1 yeor 

2 □ i y®3'’ ^ Specify — 

3 □ All my life - SKIP to 94 


1(13 U.S. 


2 Q Outside U.S. 


City 


County 


Stale 


Country 


0 □ Respondent is 18 or less 


inas, 


2 [33 Outside U.S, 


City 


County 


State 


Country 


□ BOTH parents alive 
2 □ MOTHER alive. Father dead 

3 □ FATHER ahve, Mother dead 

4 □ NEITHER parent alive 







95, Whot about youf wifu's parents? Are her 
mother and father living? 


\ □ BOTH parents alive 

2 Q MOTHER alive, Father deocl 

3 □ FATHER alive. Mother dead 

4 □ NEITHER parent alive 


96, Where were your parents born - In the U.S» 
or tome other country? . 


a. Father 


b. Mother 


I U.S. 2 □ Other -5pect/j' 


t □ zQOther-Spccr’/y • 


a. Father*s 
father 


K- 


□ U ,S. 2 □ 0 th or - Sfj ecify . 


97, In what country were your grandparents born? 


b. Father^s 
mother 


I Q U,S. 2 □ Otlior-Spect/y 


c, Molher^s 
father 


d. Mother's 
mother 


1 □ U.S* 2 □ Other— 5pc<;i/y ■ 
1 Q U.S. 2 □ Ollier — 


98, Which of the categories on this card describes 

where you were living when you were 14 years old? 

(Show Flashcard 3} 


1 □ On a farm or ran cli 

2 FU In the country, not on form or ranch 

a tmin a town or amnll city (under 25,000) 

4 Q the suburb of n large city 

5 Q I” ® of 25,000—100,000 

6 □ In a large city ( 100,000 or more) 


99. With whom were you living when you 
were 14 yeors old? , . . * . 


t Q] Father and mother 

2 Q] Father and step-niothor 

3 □Mother and step-father 

4 □ Father 

5 □ Mother 

6 □ Some other adult MALE relative 
(Specify)^ 


V □ Some other adult FEMALE pointive 
(Specify). 


8 □ Some other arrangctnonl 
Describe 


0 □ On my own - SKiP to lOla 


100. What kind of work was your father (or the head of the 
household) doing when you were 14 years old? . . , . , 


Occupation . 


101a. Did you Of your porents (or person mentioned 
in 99) regularly get ony magazines when you 
were obout 14 yeors old? 


t □Yes 


2 □No 


b, pjd you or your parents (or person mentioned 
In 99) reguiorly get a newspaper when you 
old? . , . 


1 nves 


znNo 


ts have o lihrArw QflrJ 


lOYes 


2 0 No 


ySKIP to Check Item V 
14 years old (Q. 99) J 


Weeks 

0 CH 1^I<1 not work\ 
iQD^'^know / 

1 (□ Full time 


SKIP to W3o 


2 □ Port lima 











M. FAMILY BACKGROUND - Continued 


IQSa. V/hat wos the Kighest grade (or /ear) of regular 
school your father ever attended? 


b, Did he finish this grade (or year]? 


(1) Elementary . . . C □ □ □ i C3 □ □ 

(2) High achool . . n n CD □ 

131 College □ ri □ db i n 


'□Yea 


2 CD No 


CHECK 
ITEM V 


1 r J Mother lives in household 

2 r "] Mother deceased 

3 [ ^ Did not live with mother when 14 years 
L ] Other - Ask 10 tn 


old (Q. 99)^ 


SKIP to I06a 


104a. Did your mother work at all during the 
past 12 months^ 


b. How many weeks did she work? 

c. Did your mother usually work 

full Hme or part time? 

d. What kind of work was she doing? (if more than one, 

record the one warked at longest,) 


105a. What was the highest grade(or year) of regular 
school your mother ever attended? 


b. Did she finish this grade (or year)? . 


106a. Do you hove any brothers or sisters 
who live somowKere else? 


b, How many? 

c. Howold IS the oldost(livlng) one? 


107 a. What was the highest grade (or year) of regulor 
school he (she) ever attended? 


b. Did he (she) finish this grade (or year)? 


1 n Yes - 2 CD No - SKIP to W5a 3 □ know- 

SKIP to IQ5a 


Weeks 

1 □ Full time 2 n Part lime 


(1) Elementary . 

(2) iligh school 

(3) College , . a 


12 3 4 5 6 7a 

Cl □ C3 a n C3 a □ 

12 3 4 

O Cl Cl LI 

t 2 3 4 8_ 64 

d □_□ e:!_Q_C.1 


I CD Yea 


2 CD No 


I CD Yea 


2 CD fio- SKIP to m 


Age. 


Ml Elementary . 
<21 Nigh achool 
(3) Collegej . . 
t CD Yea 


1 2 3 4 5 6 7 a 

CD CD CD □ CD CD CD CD 


d CD A cb 

CD J:D_CD_ CD j:D_(fD_ 

3 CD No 


106. What is your Social Security number? 


o £3 not have one 


NOTES 
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RECORD OF CALLS 


Date 

Time 

Comments 

1 . 

a.m. 

p.m. 


2. 

a.m. 

p.m. 


3. 

a.m. 

p.m. 


4. 

a.m. 

p.m. 



RECORD OF INTERVIEW 


Interview time 


Interviewed by 

Becan 



■■H 



■ililiiii 

■■■■ 

HONINTBRVIEW REASON 


1 Temporarily absent 

2 □ Unable to contact respondent - Specify 

3 □ Refused 

4 □ In Armed Forces 

6 Other — Specify 


trahscriftion from household record card 

I Item 13 — Marital status of respondent (verified) 

1 □ Married, spouse present 3 □Widowed s^Sep 

2 □ Married, spouse absent “ CD Divorced s □ Never married 

/ ' ' X 

1 . Number and street 



2, City 

3. Couhty 

4. State 

5 . ZIP code 

14 










I. EDUCATIONAL STATUS 

Are you attending or enrolled In regular school? 

1. 1 □ Yes - ASK 2 

zQNo-y 1 

When were you last enrolled? 

SKIP to 
‘ Check 





Monih-Year > 

hem A^2 

2a. What grade are you attending? 

b. Are you enrolled as a full-time or part-time student? 

2a* ) Elem 12 3 4 

2 High 12 3 4 

3 College 12 3 4 

^ Q 

2 □ Part time 

5 6 7 8 

5 6+ 


CHECK 
ITEM A'1 

(Refer to Item 75R on Information Sheet) 

1 □ Respondent not in school in 1966 - ASK 3 

2 Q] Respondent in school in 1966 — SKIP to Check Item B 

CHECK 
ITEM A4 

(Refer to hem 75R on Information Sheet) 

1 □ Respondent in school in 1966 - SKIP to Check Item E on page 4 

2 □ Respondent not in school rn 1966 and a college graduate - SKIP to Section //, Page 6 

3 CH All others - SKIP to 25a, page 5 

3a* When we talked to you last year, you were not enrolled 
in school, How long had you been out of school before 
returning? 

b. Why did you return? 

3a* 

Years _ 

Months 


b* 



c. In what curriculum are you enrolled? 

C. 






SKIP to 5 


(Refer to Item 75R on Information Sheet) 

1 □ Respondent in high school - 1966: College now - SKIP to 5 

2 □ Other - ASK 4 

4, Are you attending the same school as you were when 
we talked to you last year? 

4. 1 □ Yes - SKIP to 10 

2 □ No - -45K 5 

5, What IS the name of the school you now attend? 

5. 





6* Where is this school located? 

6* 

rify 



bounty 



State .. - _ _ 

7« Is this school public or private? 

7* t □ Public 

2 n Private 

8, When did you enter this school? 

8* 

Month 

Year 






a<ECK 

ITEMC 

(Refer to Item 75R on Information Sheet) 

1 □ Respondent in college 1 now ~ SKIP to 15 

2 □ Respondent in high school 1 now Y 

3 Respondent not m school in 1966 j ^ 

4 □ Other - ASK 9 

1 9^ How did you happen to change schools? 

9* 


X 

1 




XU2 















(If in college) 15a, 

So, How much is the fuK-timo tuition this year at . , . ? 

b, Do you have a scholarship, fellowship, assistantship, 
or other type of financial aid this year? 

c, V/hatkmd? c, 


c, 1 □Scholarship a | | Assistantshfp 


2 n Fellowship a 

' Spec^fy^ 


d. How much is It per year? 


^'Re/’er to Item 75R on Information Sheet) 
CHECK 1 Q]] Respondent in college 4 - 6 in 1966 — /I5^i 16 
JTEM D 2 Q Other - SKIP to 23 

a. Have you received a degree since we talked to you 16o. i Q Yes - ASK b 
last year? a Q No - 


last year? 

b. What degree was It? 


In what field did you receive your degree? 


I» Why did you decide to continue your education 
after receiving this degree? 


b^ 1 □ Bachelor’s (B.A,, B.Sm A.B,) 

2 □ Masters (M.S,, M.B,, MBA) 

3 □ Doctor's (Ph,D.) 


Other -5pe(ji:/r 


SKIP to 23 




^ ^ — — 

QiKK 

ITEME 

1. EDUCATIOKAL status - Conttnuej — — 

■ — (Refer to hem 75R oit Inlamation Sheet) 

^ n Respondent tn high school 1 - 3 last year - ;4SK i7o 

2 1 1 Respondent in high school 4 last year - SKIP to l8a 

3 Q Respondent in college 1 ~ 3 last year - SKIP to 20a 

& f“l Resoondent in college 4+ last year - SKIP to 2la ■ — , — 

^ 

Mq. t\"?i v,e 

talked to you last year, you were attending 

?ra. 1 □ Yes 


K-'^-/ear olhighschooi- Didyou complete that year? 

2 □ No 


h Wny dfd you drop out of high school? 

b. 

1 

c. Do expect to return? 

«. 1 □ Yes - ASK tl 




2 □ No - SKIP to 25 




- 

' 1 

1 d. iVnen do you expect to feiurn? 

d. 

'1 



skJFT^ :>ri 

U — — 



183 Did you ^(aduate from high school’ 


18a. i □ Yes - SKIP to Clifrk Hem (' 
2 □□ No - /KSK b 


b I'lhy not’ 





(Refer io item 76 R on Informalion Sheet} 

^ □ Respondent had planned to enter college when mterviewed in 1966 — /IS'X V) 

2 CD Respondent had not planned to enter college when interviewed in 1966 to 

Section //► (t 


19. When vte talked to you last year, you said you planned 19. 
to go to college. What caused your plans to change? 


20a. Last year 'when we talked to you» you were in college. 
Why did you decide to drop out? 


SKIP u} 2r> 


Oo you expect to return^ 


c, When do you think you will return? 



SKiP to Section //^ Puffy 6 

oi’d yarr«e.t" rdS - SKIP to 2Sa 

dSK h 

b, Wny did you decide to drop out’ 


c. Do you expect to return’ 




c. 1 □ Yes ASK d 

2 CD No - SKiP to Section ?/, P{tf*c (> 


What degree did you receive? 


SKiP ta Section Pa^t: 6 


h. fr, ,,e/d of sturfy dm you receive your degree? 


^KiP to Section 7 /. Patfn 6 



24. Last year you^ said you would like to get famount of 
education indicated in 1966), 

Why have you changed your plans? 



^3 O - H - 9 


TATUS - Continued 


23. 1 High school zC 

□ I □ 

□ 2 □ 

□ 3 □ 

CJA □ 


2 College xj^ 

I I 2 years (complete junior college) 

I I “4 yoa.rs (graduate from 4 year college) 

I { 6 years {master's degree or equivalent) 

! I years (Ph.O. or professional degree) 



• 1 n Yes ^ ASK b 
2 No SKIP to Section //, Pa^e 6 


1 CD Professional, technical 

2 □ Managerial 

3 □ Clerical 

4 [ZD Skilled manual 

5 □ Other 


1 CIl Business college, technical institute 

2 [ I Company training school 

3 (ZD Correspondence course 

4 ZZ Regular school 

5 (ZD Other 

d. 

Months 


e. Hours 

‘ C3 I - -I 
ans-? 

3C3 10- 14 
4C3 15-19 


5 ZD 20 or more 


' ZD Ycs-When? - 

SKIP to h 

Month-Year 


2 1 I No-Dropped out— When? _ _ 

ASK £r 

Month -Year 

3 ZD No - S till enrolled - SKIP to ft 


g* 



I 3 Not employed 

aC3No 




26. What were you doing most of LAST 
LAST WEEK 

^ working 
^ going to school 
or something else^ 

1 □ WK Working ^ SKIP to 27b- 

2 □ J With & job but not at 

work 

3 □ LK - Looking for work 
I 4 C! S - Going to school 

5 Q U -- Unable to work— 

SKIP to 30a page 7 

6 □ OT - Other - Specify -y 


27c. Do you USUALLY work 35 hours / 
or more a week at this job? 

1 Q Yes - d. What is the reason 

you worked less 
than 35 hours 
LAST WEEK? 

2 □ No - e, What is the reason 

you USUALLY 
work less than 
35 hours a week? 

(Mark the appropnate reason) 

01 □ Slack work 

02 □Material shortage 

03 □ Plant or machine repair 

04 □ New job started during weeij 

' 05 □ terminated during week | 

06 □ Could find only part-time | 
work 

I 07 □ Labor dispute i 

08 □ Did not want full-time work 

09 □ Full-time work week under 

35 hours 

10 □ Attends school 

1 f □ Holiday (legal or religious) 
12 1 I weather 


. CURRENT LABOR FORCE STATUS 


27a. Did you do any work at all LAST 
WEEK» not counting work around 
the house? 

iQYes 2 \Z}Ho-SK]P to 28/ 
/ 


■♦-b. How many hours did you work 
LAST WEEK at all jobs? 


CHECK ITEM H 

Respondent worked-^ 

t □ 49 hours or more -- 
SKIP to SIo and enter 
Job worked at last week 

2 1 i 1-34 hours - /4SK c-e 

^3 □ 35-48 hours -‘ASK f and g 


f. Did you lose any time or take any 
time off LAST WEEK for any 
reason such as illness, holiday, 
or slack work? 

t □ Yes — How many 
hours did 

you take off?. 


(If in 26, skip to 28b) 

Did you have a job (or business) 
from which you were temporarily 
absent or on layoff LAST WEEK? 

1 □ Yes X □ No - SKIP to 
^ 29a 


Why were you absent from work 
LAST WEEK? 

1 Own illness 

2 □ On vacation 

3 □ weather 
4\ 1 Labor dispute 

5 □ New job to begin\/i 5 /^ 29c 

within 30 days J and 29d(2} \ 

6 □ Temporary layoff i 

(less than 30 days) I 

7 □ indefinite layoff r Ajm \ 

(30 days or more 

or no definite I 

recall dale) ^ 

8 (□ School interfered , 

9 (□ Other - Specify 


2 □ No - Go to 27 g 

lnOTE: Correct Hem 27b if lost 
I time not already deducted; if item 
1 27b is reduced below 35 hours ^ 

I ask items c—e, otherwise skip 
J. to 3ia 


g. Did you work any overtime or 
at more than one job LAST WEEK? 

t □ Yes - How many 
extra hours 
did you work? 

anNo 


NOTE: Correct Hem 27b 
if extra Hours not already 
included and SKIP to 31a* 



. Are you getting wages or salary 
for any of the time off LAST WEEK? 

in Yes 

2 0 No 

3 □ Self-employed 


L Do you usually work 35 hours or 
more a week at this job? 


1 nVes 


aQNo 


(Go to Sla and enter job held 
last week,) 


ness 





il. CURRENT LABOR FORCE STATUS ^ Confinued 

29a»i^// **LK*^ in 26, SKIP to 29b) 36a* When did you fast"^rk ai a re&iilar fjll- o7 part-time 

Have you been looking for work during the past 4 ^ ^ lob or business lastfng two consecutive weeks or more? 

weeks? 


;aYes 


X □ No - SKIP to 30a- 


b. yvhac have you been doing In the fast 4 weeks to find 
work? 

(hfark all methods used; do not rend list.) 

X Q Nothing - SKIP to 30a 

^ □ State employment agency 

Checked with - " ^ employment agency 

3 Hiriployer directly 

^ CU Friends or relatives 

5 Placed or answered ads 

6 □ Other Specify - e.g„ MDTA, union or 

4 professional register, etc. 


1 □ October 15, 1966 or later - 
Specify month and year 


2 D Sefore October 15, 1966 and “unable'' 

nowr and ''unable" In Item 77R on the 
Information Sheet ^SKiPto Section F, 
Income and Assets, Page 16 

3 (33 others ’-SKIP to 42a, Page }1 

DESCRIPTIQH OF JOB OR BUSINESS 

31a, For whom did you work? ^A^ojrie of company, 
business, organization or other employer) 


b. In what city and State Is , located? 


c. Why did you start looking for work? Was it because 
you lost or quit a Job at that time (Pause) or was 
there some other reason? 

^ C] Lost job 4 [33 Wanted temporary work 

2 □ Quit job 6 □ Other - Specify in 

3 (331 Left school nores 

1) How many weeks have you been looking for work? 

2) How many weeks ago did you start looking for work? 

3) How many weeks ago were you laid off? 

Number of weeks 

Have you been looking for full-time or part-time work? 

' n Full-time a (33 Part-time 

Is there any reason why you could not take a Job 
LAST WEEK? 


I C3Yes 
^ ( I No 


2 (33 Needed at home 

3 (33 Temporary Illness 

4 (33 Going to school 

5 [33 Other - Specify — ^ 


g< When did you last work at a regular full-time or 
part-time job or business lasting two consecutive 
weeks or more? 

t 131] October !5, 1966 or later — 

Specify month and SK/F to 3la. 

2 (33 All others - SKIP to 42b, Page U 


c. What kind of business or industry is this? 
(For example, TV and radio manufacturer, 
retail shoe store. State Labor Department^ 
farm.) 




d. Were you ~ 

1 133 P - An employee of PRIVATE company, 

business, or individual for wages, salary, 
or commissions? 

2 □ G - A GOVERNMENT employee (Federal, State, 

county, or local)? 

3 (33 G — Self-employed in OWN business, pro- 

fessional practice, or farm? 

(If not a farm) 

Is this business incorporated? 
iDYes 2 (335 No 

4 □ WP - Working WITHOUT PAY In family business 

or farm? 


e. What kind of work were you doing? | ] | 

{For example, electrical engineer, stock 
clerk, typist, farmer,) 


lU? 





____ — — ^ — 

II rURRENT LABOR FORCE STATUS - Continued ^ 

32o, How did you find out about this job? 

1 

on 

' 1 □School employment service < 

2 □ State eniploynicnt ngency 

3 □Private omployrnent njie^K.y 

4 □Checked directly with emriio; 

6 □Newspaper nds 

6 □ Friends or rchulvos 

7 TD Other - Sficcify 

b. When did you start working at this job or business? 

b. 



Month Toil 

c. (If not enrolled in school) 

Is this the first job at which you worked at least 
one month since you stopped going to school 
full time? 

1 Cl] Yes - SKIP to Chn k Item I 

2 □ No - rl.SA' (/ 

d. When did you take your first job at which you 
worked at least a month after you stopped 
going to school full time? 

d. 

Month .. Ytsir 

CHECK . 
ITEMI 

"G” in i\b-'ASK33a 

2 ^ "O” or ••WP” in 3le - SKIP to Check item / 


33a. Altogether, how much do (dTd) you usually earn at 
your present (last) job before deductions? 

(if amount given per Aour, record dollars and 
cen/s, otherwise^ round to nearest dollar,) 

b. How many hours per week do (did) you 
usually work on this |ob? 

c. Do (did) you receive extra pay when 
you work(ed) over a certain number 
of hours? 


d. After how many hours do (did) you 
receive extra pay? 


e. For all hours worked over (entry in d) 
are (were) you paid straight time, 
time and one-half, double time or what? 


33a. 


1 I I Ilnur n , 

2 1 I Ony h I 

. por ’ 3 I ) Wotik / I 

4 1 IJiiweflkly 


(Mark as many as apply) 


b. 


d. 


Hours 

1 C) Yes -- ASK (/ 

211.1 No 

3l'~l No but rocolvo cofiipw^sniUinL 
tJmo off 

4[\,) Never work overthiie 

1 Hour^s _ — 

2 LID Hours 


i 


por tfrty 
per W&& 


^ □ Straight time 

2 □ Time end one^half 

3 CD Double time 
^ CD Compensiatini time off 
^ LU OtUor-^Spccify 


Respondent currently is in: 

• a Labor Force Group or ‘V’ 26 or "ro." .V. 27 2fl) ... G'fJ t,. a.ri 

2 0 All others -5^:/p,„cAec4/<e«£ ! 





III. WORK EXPERIENCE AND ATTITUDES » Continued 


39a. (If more than one, ask about longest) 

39a. 

Now I'd like to know about the job you had since 


you stopped working at (entry in 31a), 


For whom did you work? 



0 □ Same employer as 3 1 a - SKIP to 40 

b. What kind of business or Industry was that? 

b. ‘ "CEE 


c. Were you - 

<l) an employee of PRIVATE company, business, or 
individual for wages, salary, or commission? . . . 

(2) a GOVERNMENT employee (Federal. State, 

county, or local)? 

(3) self-employed m OWN business, professional 

practice, or farm? . 

(4) working WITHOUT PAY in family business 

or farm? 

d. How many hours per week did you usually work? 


e. When did you START working at that job? 


f. When did you STOP working at that job? 


g. How did you happen to leave that job? 


fit What kind of work were you doing when you 
left that job? 


f. Did you ever do any other kind of work at that job? 


j. What kind of work? 

(If more th(m one, ask ahoul longest) 


40a. During the past 12 months, in how many different 
weeks did you work altogether? Count any week 
m which you did any work at all. 

b. (Ask only if in school) 

Were these during summer vacation from school, 
or during the school year? 

' ' e weeks that you worked In the last 

,, how many hours per week did you 


c. 

1 □ P -* Private 

2 Q G - Government 

3 Q 0 - Self-employed 

4 QWP - Without pay 

d. 

Number of hours 


6. 

Month Year 

Month .Year, 

9 ^ 


I. 

1 QJ Yes — How many other kinds? ASK f 

2 □ No - SKI? to 40 


40a. 

00 □ None - SKIP to 42a 
I I Number of weeks 

b. 1 □ Summer vacation only 
2 1 I School year only 
3 □ Both 


c. 

Number of hours. 
ini-4 

3 □ 15-24 

4 025-34 


^ ^''urs and check boxj 


6 □ 35-40 
6Q4I-48 

7 □ 49 or more 



III. WORK EXPERIENCE AND ATTITUDES - Continued 



NOTES 






III. WORK EXPERIENCE AND ATTITUDES - Continued 


Respondent is in - 

, Q Labor Force Croup A or in 26 or **Yes** in 27 or 2^) - W? to Check item P, Page 13 

2 □ tabor Force Group B tn 26 or **Yes^^ in 29) - SKiP to 46a 

a □ Labor Force Group C fAll others) - ASK 44a 


44a. Do you intend to look for work of any kind in the 
next 12 months? 

Respondent's comments: 


b. When do you intend to start looking for work? 


44a, 1 □ Yes - definitely \ ^ 

2 □Yes - probably / 

3 □ Maybe, it depends on - What? 


4 I 1 Ko 

srnoon 


I’t knowl 


SKIP CO 45a 


c. What kind of work do you think you will look for? 


■'□X 


d. What will you do to find work? 


45o. Why would you say that you are not looking for work 
at this lime? 


b. if you were offered a job by some employer In THIS 
AREAt do you think you would take It? 

Respondent’s comments; 


c„ How many hours per week woiild you be willing to 
work? 


d. What kind of work would it have to be? 


/ould the wage or salary have to be? 


t □ Check with school employment service (or counselor) 

2 □ Check with state employment agency 
a □ Check with private employment agency 
4 □ Check directly with employer ' 

s □ Place or answer newspaper ads j 

6 □ Check with friends or relatives 

7 □ Other — Specify 

I 


45a, , □School 

2 □ Personal, family 

3 □ Health reasons 

4 □ Waiting to be called into military service 
s □ Believes no work availabie 

! ® □ Ooes not want to work at this time of year 

I Q Other or no reason 

‘••TaX Xsk'"’'" 

2 □ It depends - On what? ' 

3 Q] No -- Why not? 

^0 SecUon IV^ Paf(e 15 

'•'□(--I scj35--J0 xXl 

aQS- M _ 48 1 

3 O 1 5 -- 24 7 □ 49 or more 

4 025 -*34 



^□Hour s □ Month 

2 Cl] Day sQYear 

3 □ Week 7 □ Other -^Specify 

4 1 I Biweekly 

SKiP to Section IVt P^S& 




HI. WORK EXPERIENCE AND ATTITUDES - Continued 


46a. What type of work are you looking for’ 46o. 


bn What would the wage or salary have to be for you 
lo be willing to take it’ 


' CJ 

6 □ Year 

- P®*’ 3 rj Week 7 C J Oiher - Specify 

4 Biweekly 


c, As far as you are concerned, are there any restric- 
tions on where the |ob should be located’ 


Respondent's comments. 


CH£CK 
ITEM P 


1 □ Yes - What’, 


2 I 1 No - SKIP lo Section li\ 
Pose 15 


Respondent currently is in Labor Force Group A i~ 

\ Was in Labor Force Group B last year (hem 77R on Information Sheet) - SKIP to Check Item Q 

2 [;;;] Was m Labor Force Group C last year^//em 77R on Information Sheet)- ‘iSK 17 

3 □ All others - SKIP to Check Item R 



47. When we interviewed you last year, you were not 
looking for work. What made you decide to take 
a job? 


1 n Recovered from illness 

2 Bored 

3 □ Completed education 

4 □ Needed money 

I I Other - Specify 


. . u \ SKIP to Section IV, 

CHECK I dl Respondent is enrolled in school this year ^ 

ITEMQ 

2 □ Al I others ^ ASK 48 

48. How do you feel about the job you have now. Do you - 48. q |,|^g n very much’ 

2Q3 like It fairly well’ 


Respondent's comments:. 


49, What are the things you like best about your job’ 


3 □ dislike It somewhat? 

4 □dislike It very much^ 


51 




III. WOBK e7pER]ENCE and attitudes - Cort^lnu^ 


5K Suppose someone IN THfS AF^EA offered you a job 
in the same line of work you’re in now. How 
would the new job have to pay for you to be wnnng 
to take It’ 

(If amount given per hour^ record dollars and cents* 
Otherwise^ round to the nearest dollar*) 

Respondent's comments — — 


1 □ Hour 

2 □ Day 

3 □ Week 

4 (71] Biweekly 


5 17 ] Montfi 

6 f J Yeaf 

7 (7 I Othcr~,S/>e<'j7; 


( — [ I wouldn’t take it at any conceivable pay 
(771 ( would take a steady job at same or less pay 
(77) Would accept job; don't know specific amount 


52. What if this job were IN SOME OTHER PART OF 52. i Cl Hour S (' 1 Month 

THE COUNTRY - how much would it have to pay ^ 0 J7 ) Year 

in order for you to be willing w ^ $___«per: 3 r'l Week T f" 1 Oefier--.S>c. 

(l( amount given per hour^ record dollars and cents* ( — 1 

Otherwise^ round to the nearest dollar J ^ |77] Biweekly . — — 

Respondent's comments, — - — — pj | wouldn't take ft at any conceivable pay 

(77) I would take a steady job at same or less pay 

— — — — □ Would accept job; don’t know specific amount 

□ Depends on location, cost of living 

SKIP to Section IV, 


5 (' 7) Month 

C 1 

7 (7) Oeher-,S>cr^rA 


Respondent's comments,. 


\ 77] Respondent is enrolled in school this year *- SKIP to Section /F, Page lo 

2 □ Respondent is not in school and: 

3 □ Vforks for a different employer from 1966 (hems 78R 
ITEM R !n(ormatiQn Sheet and 31a of this questionnaire differ) J 

A □Works for the same employer as In 1966 *- SKIP to 53h 


53a. How do you feel about the job you have now. Do you — 53o, 

1 □ like it very much? 

2 77lfke it fairly weli? 

Respondent's comments: ^ ^ U somewhat? 

4 □ dislike It very much ? 


b. Would you say you like your present job more, less, 
or about the same as (the job you held) last year? 


I What would you say is the main reason that you like 
'our present Job (more, Jess)? 


2 f I tess j 

3 ~ SKIP lo Section /f'l I'ttgc IS 



IV. FUTURE JOB PLANS 


Now I would like to talk to you about your future 
)ob plans. What kind of work would you like to be 
doing when you are 30 years old? 



CHECK 
ITEM S 


1 □ Respondent’s future job plans are the same as I9S6 (Enlnes \ Seciion V, Page 16 

in 54 and Item 79R on the Information Sheet are the same) J ^ 


2 Respondent’s future job plans differ from 1966 (Entries 
in 54 and Item 79R of Information Sheet differ) 


ASK 55 


r5. Last year when we talked to you, you said you 
thought that you'd like to be (entry in Item 79R 
of information Sheet), Why would you say you 
have changed your plans? 






V. ASSETS AMO INCOME 


56o. So far as your overall fjnanctal position is concerned, 56a. i Same - SKIP to Check hem T 
would you say you are better off, about the same, or . — . pg***. 

worse off now than you were when we interviewed you ^ M5A b 

last year? 3 □ Worse off ; 


last year? 

In what ways are you (better, worse) off? 


X I I Respondent is NOT head of household - SKIP to 58a 
1 Q Respondent Is head of household - /I5A 57a 


57a. In the last 12 months, did you (or your wife) receive 57a. 


CHECK 

ITEMT 


frnancidi assistance from any of your relatives? 


b. From whom? 


1 □ Yes ASK b^c 

2 C3 No ^ SKIP to 58a 


c. How much did you receive? 


Now I would like to ask a few questions I 

about your income In the last 12 months. i 

5&a. How much did you (and your wife) receive from wages, 58a. 
salary, commissions, or tips from all jobs, before 
deductions for taxes or anything else? 



Respondent: 


b. Did you (and your wife) receive any income from 
working on your own or in your own business or farm^ 

S less $ := 

(Gross Income) (Expenses) (Net Income) 

c. Old you (or your wife) receive any 
unemployment compensation? 


0 n None 

^ IZD Yes - How much? 

4 $ .■ 

2 0 No 

c. 1 CJ Yes 

(i) How many weeks? 



I a Yes 

(!) How many weeks? 


(2) How much? 


(2) How much? 


d. Did you (or your wife) receive any other Income, 
such as rental income, interest or dividends, income 
as a resuii of disability or illness, etc.? 


CHECK 


20 No 


a S 

21:11 No 


aHNo 


1 Q Yes ~ How much? 1 Q Yes - How much? 


9 $ 

2 CD No 


i CD Respondent (and wife) lives alone - SKIP to 59b 

z CD All others - /i5K $9a (If two or more RELATED respondents in household^ ask 59a ^ h only 
oncCf and transcribe answers from the first to the other questionnaires,) 


12 months, what was the total income f 59a, 


jily members living here? (Show flashcard) \ 


Qi CD Under $1 ,000 
02n $1,000 -$1,999 

03 CD 2.000 ^ 2,999 

04 CD 3.000 ^ 3,999 

05 CD 4 . 000 - 4,999 

06 CD 5,000- 5,999 


07 CD $6, 000 -$7,499 

08 CD 7,500 - 9,999 

09 CD J - f4.999 

10 CD i 5, 000 -24,999 

1 1 CD 25,000 and over 


, ...w family receive any welfare or 

public assistance In the last I2 months? 


'□Yes 

zQNo 


156 










’ CD Respondent lives with parents - SKIP to Check 


VI. FAMILY background 


Item V 




Wife), are depender^t ijpon you for at least one-haJf 
of their support? 


b. Do any of these dependents live somewhere else 
otfter than here at home with you? 


c. What IS their relationship to you? 


60tt, Number^ 


ASf: 6 


0 □ None - SKIP to Check hen V 


b. 


1 Yes — How many> . 


2 No — SKIP to Chech Item V 


ASK c 


■p 


CHECK 
ITEIA Y 


(Refer to name and address label on cover page) 

^ CIl Respondent lives in same area (SMSA or county) as m 1966 - SKIP to 63a 
^ CH Respondent lives in different area (SMSA or county) than in 1966 *- .4SK 6/a 


When we interviewed you last year you were living 
in (City in address on cover page) How many miles 
from here was that? 


b. How did you happen to move here? 


61o. 


Miles 


b. 


^ □ Respondent currently in school - SKIP to 63a 


62a. Did you have a job lined up here at the time 
you moved? 


62a. 


1 different jobl 

2 □ 'f'esr same job VsKIP to 63a 

3 CD Yes, transfer J 
ACJHo-^ASKb 


b. How many weeks did you look before you found work> 


Number 


0 CD Sti 1 1 haven't found work 


63a. What is your present draft classification? 


63q. 


b. (If I'-Y or4-F) Why were you rejected? 


b. 1 CD RaHed both physical and written test 

2 CD Failed physical test 

3 CD Failed written test 

4 CD accepted for other reasons 

5 CD know reason 


Notes 



VI. FAMILY BACKGROUND - Continued 


CHECK 

tTEMW 

, □ Father lives in household j ^ 

2 Q Father deceased J 

3 □Other - ASK 64a 

64q. During the past 12 months, rn about how many weeks 
did your father work either full time or part dme (not 
counting work around the house)> 

64ae 

Weeks . . 



o P] Did not work , 

, ^ . V SKIP to Check hem X 

V □ Don't know j 

b. Did your father usually work full time or part time? 

1 □ Full time 



2 □ Part time 

c. What kind of work was he doing? 

«• L I r 

fff mo-rs than one, record the one worked at longest,) 



1 □ Mother lives in household^ 

1 1 KA U ^ A 1 

2 □ Mother deceased ) 

3 CJ Other ^ ASK 65a 

CHECK 

ITEMX 

: ^ 1 

65a, Did your mother work at all during the past 

12 months? 

«5o. ,QYes_^5/(:6 

2 O No - SKIP to 66 

3 □ Don*t know “ SKIP to 66 

b* How many weeks did she work? I 

Weeks _ 

c* Did your mother usually work full time or part time? 1 

1 

1 □ Full time 



2 p] Part time 

d. What kind of work was she doing? 


(if more 

than one, record the one worked at longest,) 



Notes 









INFORMATION SHEET - DATA FROM INITIAL INTERVIEW WITH MALES 14 - | 

1967 Questionnaire 

Item Number 

Entry on 1966 Questionnaire 

75R. Check Item A 

Check Item 8 

Check Item C 

Check Item D 

Check Item B 

17a 

75R. Whether Respondent was attending or enrolled 
in school: 

n Yes □ No 

Grade Respondent was attending OR Highest 
year of regular school completed 

1 1 None 0 

(Zl Elem 1 2 3 d 5 6 7 8 

□ High 12 3 4 

□ College 12 3 4 5 6 7+ 

76R. Check Items F, G 

Item lA 

76R. Respondent's educational goal 

1 1 Not asked educational goal 

1 1 Less than high school 

□ Highl 2 3 4 

□ College 2 4 6 7+ 

College respondent wanted to attend 


77R. 30 (second box) 
Check Item L 
Check Item P 


77R. Respondent's labor force status: 
( 1 Unable to work 

p~| Labor Force Group A 
I I Labor Force Group B 
I 1 Labor Force Group C 


78R. Check Item K 

Name of 

37a. 37c, 38b, 

employer — 

Check Item R 

Kind of work 


79R» Check Item S 
55 


79R. Kind of work desired at age 30. (![ said same 
as present )oh, specify occupaHon^} 



80R. Names and addresses of persons who will 
always know where Respondent can be 
reached: 


Month of interview last year. 





V. s» GOVEHHMENT PRINTINO OPFICE ■ 1971 O - 21-1 33 


who will know the respondent* swheTeabouts.) 


